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Ix the death of every good man 
society sustains aloss. But when 
the minister of Jesus Christ, em- 
inent in gifts and graces, in devo- 
tion and zeal, in activity and use- 
fulness, is called from his labors 
to his rest, the privation is pecu- 
liar. The wound inflicted onthe 
Church and on the community, 
is deep and painful; the friend of 
man, and of society, mourns; and 
the Christian, for the moment, 
trembles for the ark of his God. 

Such a minister was the late 

r. BucrminsTER, of Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire. Tew, 
while living, have enjoyed so 
bright and unsullied a reputation. 
Tew have béen so tenderly and 
universally lamented in death, 
Few have left an example, the 
contemplation of which is so full 
of delight and of instruction. 

He was born October 14, 1751, 
in Rutland, Massachusetts; in 
which place, his father sustained 
the pastoral office, and continued 
in the assiduous discharge of its 
duties, to an advancedage. Be- 
ing, in a remarkable degree, the 
delight and hope of his parents, 
he was early destined by them to 
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the Christian ministry. He re- 
ceived his literary education at 
Yale College, where he was grad- 
uated in 1770. He wasafterwards 
a tutor in that seminary for sev- 
eral years. T[aving completed a 
course of theological studies, he 
commenced a preacher of the 
Gospel. Inthe autumn of 1778, 
he was invited, after the usual 
probationary term, to take the 
pastoral charge of the first 
Church in Portsmouth. He was 
ordained January 1%79, and con- 
tinued in the office until his death. 

Dr. Buckminster was among 
the distinguished preachers of 
this country. Indeed, compara- 
tively few of any country have 
possessed, in an equal degree, 
that combination of qualities, 
which renders a preacher emi- 
nently acceptable and useful. 

To a mind of much natiye vigor 
and comprehension,he had added 
the improvements of general sci- 
ence, and the ornaments of liter- 
ature. With various and exten- 
sive reading, he combined an 
accurate observation of mankind 
and an intimate acquaintance 
with the human heart. His dis- 
tinguishing intellectual feature 
was a brilliant imagination. This 
imparted a richness to his style, 
and a variety, animation, and in- 
terest to his public discourses. 
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It gave light and attraction to his 
more abstruse discussions, while 
it adorned and dignified his most 
familiar remarks. Few men have 
possessed, in the pulpit, a more 
complete command over their 
own faculties and resources. 
Few have been so successful in 
bringing all their mental ener- 
gies, and acquisitions, to the il- 
lustration and enforcement of re- 
ligious truth. 

His voice was at once strong 
and musical. By the variety of 
its intonations, it expressed, with 
uncommon force and effect, the 
various emotions of the mind. 
His articulation was distinct and 
graceful. His very countenance 
was eloquent. His attitude, his 
air, his gestures, were unaffect- 
ed, manly, and impressive. 

Circumstances such as these, 
undoubtedly contributed theiraid 
to Dr. Buckminster’s uncommon 
popularity as a preacher. But in 
him, they were secondary quali- 
ties. They were mere appenda- 
ees of his principal excellence. 

He was a truly evangelical 
preacher; an open, intrepid as- 
sertor of the cross; an able and 
inflexible advocate of the faith 
once delivercd to the saints. He 
preached the truth as it is in Je- 
sus, in its simplicity, i its energy, 
its majesty, and its various, in- 
teresting connexions. This con- 
stituted the prominent excel- 
lence, the peculiar charm, of his 
discourses. This rendered his 
ministrations so delightful to the 
pious, and gained him so deep 
an interest in theirhearts. This 
procured him a favorable testi- 
mony in the consciences of all 
who belicved the Scriptures to 
be the word of God. That such 
was, in fact, the general strain of 
his preaching, is known to all 


who were in the habit of hearin 

him. They know that the doc. 
trines on which he delighted 
principally to expatiate, were 
the same with those which are 
generally styled the Doctrines of 
the Reformation, and which were 
cherished and maintained by the 
fathers of New England. He 
habitually inculcated the proper 
divjnity of Christ; the divinity 
and personality of the Holy Spir- 
it; the awful apostasy and utter 
depravity of man; the atonement 
of the Redeemer as the only 
ground of pardon, and of hope to 
the sinner; the necessity of re- 
generation, faith, and repentance; 
and of a holy temper and life, as 
their unfailing fruits and accom. 
paniments; and the certain, in- 
fallible perseverance of all real 
saints. in obedienee and holiness, 
to eternal salvation. These doc- 
trines he considered as constitu- 
ting the essence and glory of the 
Gospel; as absolutely necessary 
to constitute it a system of real 
grace; as bringing the highest 
glory to God; as humbling hu- 
man pride to the dust, and yet 
furnishing the sovercign and on- 
ly balm for human guilt and mis- 
ery. Onthese great articles of 
faith, therefore, he was open, de- 
cided and emphatical; uniformly 
and unvaryingly so; except that 
in the latter years of his life, he 
appeared more than ever im- 
pressed with their impurtance, 
more anxious to declare them 
in the most unequivocal terms; 
and more grieved to perceive 
them treated with opposition or 

neglect. 

In a letter toa friend in the 
ministry, written a few months 
previous to his death, he expres- 
ses himself in this manner: “I 
think the Assembly’s Shorter Cat- 
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echism the most wonderful com- 
pendium of revealed truth and 
duty, that we have in our Jan- 
guage. I have often thought 
the compilers were wonderfully 
assisted in executing their duty; 
and I am ready to assent to it, not 
only for substance, but I know of 
no article that can be materially 
altered for the better. Though 
there are some, in regard to 
which I never expect to explain 
or comprehend the form or man- 
ner of their being true, yet 
they are manifestly contained in, 
and deducible from, the Holy 
Bible. 

“The system above mentioned 
was adopted, and universally 
taught, in the better days of our 
country, and of the state of Chris- 
tianity Init. It is in heart ap- 
proved by those who give evi- 
dence of their personal regener- 
ation and reconciliation to God; 
though they may, from the power 
of prejudice or tradition, object 
to certain terms, and modes of 
expression. And it appears to 
me, that a system of doctrines, 
that would essentially contradict 
or mutilate that system, would 
hardly contain truth enough to 
sanctify the soul.” 

The coctrines which were the 
great theme of Dr. Buckmin- 
ster’s preaching, he taught, not 
only from a firm conviction of 
their truth, but from heart-felt 
experience of their sanctifying 
and saving effects. His life ex- 
hibited various and convincing 
evidence that he was a REAL 
CHRISTIAN; a meek, humble, 
conscientious, upright follower 
of Jesus; devoted, in no common 
degree, to his Master’s cause, 
and to the salvation of mankind. 

At what precise period, his ex- 
perimental acquaintance with re- 


ligion began, is not absolutely 
certain. His youthful deport- 
ment, is is believed, was out- 
wardly exemplary, and his char- 
acter, during his connexion with 
college, unimpeached. Nor does 
it appear that when he commen- 
ced a preacher, he had any doubts 
respecting his personal religion. 
But reviewing the subject a con- 
siderable time afterwards he was 
filled with perplexity and distress 
concerning his spiritual state. 
He condemned the motives with 
which he had entered on the min- 
istry, as utterly defective and 
wrong. He even intermitted 
preaching, and expressed a hor- 
ror that he had ever attempted it. 
His views of the evil of sin, of 
his personal vileness, of the de- 
ceit and desperate wickedness 
of his heart, were almost over- 
whelming. But after a long pee 
riod of distress, despondence, 
and temptation, some light and 
hope arose; and he adventured, 
though with much trembling, to 
resume the employment of 
preaching. After this, though 
subject, at times, to doubt, and 
to a mental dejection which was 
partly constitutional, he general- 
ly enjoyed the comfort of Chris- 
tian hope. In the retrospect of 
this scene, he expressed much 
gratitude, that though, (to use his 
own words) he began to preach 
without any just and proper sense 
of the sacredness of the work, 
yet he did not, as he trusted, take 
the charge of a church, without 
deep and solemn impressions of 
his duty and insufficiency, and a 
humble sense of his dependence 
on divine aid. 

Such is the view of things pre- 
sented in a paper found-among 
his manuscripts. This paper, 
which was written on an anniver- 
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sary of his solemn separation to 
the ministry, and to the care of 
his beloved church, (a day de- 
voted by him to humiliation and 
prayer) commences in this self- 
condemning style: 

“Six years hes a gracious and 
long-suffering God preserved the 
life of his unworthy, unprofitable 
and unsuccessful servant, and 
eontinued him in such invariable 
health, that he has been able, ey- 
ery Lord’s day, in some sort to 
discharge the duties of his sacred 
office. But O, in how much 
weakness always, and often with 
how much coldness and indiffer- 
ence has he published these glad 
tidings which ought to warm ev- 
cry heart, and inspire every 
tongue! Blush, O my soul, and 
be ashamed, that thou hast felt 
no more of thy own worth} the 
worth of thy fellow-immortals, 
the infinite love and compassion 
of God, of thy dear Redeemer, 
and the excellency of the Gos- 
pel. Shall God call me, who 
have been so great and aggrava- 
ted an offender, to the high and 
honorable office of publishing 
the glad tidings of salvation, and 
of an ambassador for him, to woo 
and beseech sinners to be recon- 
ciled to him; and shall I be luke- 
warm and indifferent? Is not 
this, in a sense, to betray the 
trust reposed in me, and as far 
as in me lies, to deliver up my 
divine Lord and Master, and his 
interests, into the hands of sin- 
ners?” 

In reference to the winter 
which succeeded his ordination, 
the paper mentioned above con- 
tains the following remarks: 

“It was a happy winter to me. 
I trust Lam not mistaken when 
I say, God was pleased to give 
me more lively views of divine 


things than I ever had before; to 
shew me the excellency of reli. 
gion, the preciousness of Christ; 
to grant me gracious nearness to 
him in public and secret; to shew 
me the worth of my own, and my 
dear people’s souls, and enable 
me to speak in some measure 
from the heart. But O how soon 
did I Jose this lively sense of 
things, and how much coldness 
and lukewarmness has attended 
me in the general course of my 
ministry! But while I desire to 
be ashamed before God, for my 
sins and transgressions, and all 
my unfaithfulnessin my ministry, 
I must acknowledge, to the tri- 
umph of divine goodness, that 
God has been pleased, the last 
year, to show me more clearly 
the solemn and important rela- 
tion I stand in to my people, and 
the account I must give to him 
of them another day; and I hope 
he has enabled me at some times, 
under a realizing sense of these 
awful truths, to feel that I watch 
for souls as one that must give 
an account. Many passages of 
Scripture have been opened to 
my mind, so that there appeared 
to be areality and importance in 
them, which I never saw before. 
God has, at some times, been 
speaking to me, when I have 
read his word; and [ trust I have 
read it, not as the word of man, 
but as it is indeed, the word of 
God. I have had a humbling 
sense of the present low state of 
religion, and low lives of Chris- 
tians; and been made to see that 
religion does not consist in par- 
ticular sentiments, or in being of 
particular sects; but that it isa 
principle of divine life in the 
soul; and that Jesus Christ form- 
ed in the soul constitutes the 
Christian. But, O my gracious 
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od! how much of a lively sense 

ave Llost! Recover me again. 
Do not leave me. Do not for- 
sake me. Let this year be wit- 
ness to thy gracious communica- 
tions, and let nothing separate 
betweer my God and me. Give 
me prudence and discretion in 
public and private; but O give 
me zeal in some measure pro- 
portioned to the important work 
inwhich I am engaged. O make 
me, in this divided and difficult 
day, wise as a serpent, and harm- 
less asa dove. O Jet not dead- 
ness and stupidity seize my spi'- 
it. Whatever earthly good thou 
deniest me, deny me not spiritual 
blessings. Suffer me not to 
quench thy Spirit; and O take 
me away, rather than take thy 
Spirit from me.” 

The pious fervor which 
breathes in the above quotation, 
was a remarkable characteristic 
of Dr. Buckminster’s general 
preaching. In the pulpit, he was 
himself much impressed, and 
anxious to impress others. He 
spoke from the fulness ofa heart 
solemnized with eternal realities, 
warmed with the love of God, 
and melting with tender benevo- 
lence and compassion for the 
souls of his hearers. 

His sermons were not gener- 
ally of the most systematic or ar- 
gumentative character. But they 
were luminous and instructive. 
hey exhibited the leading doc- 
trines of the Bible, and the prin- 
cipal points of experimental and 
practical piety, in a natural and 
intelligible form. None who 
heard him attentively, could fail 
to understand what were his 
views of divine truth, or what 
Was the religion which he recom- 


mended to their attention and 
choice, 
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Though Dr. Buckminster 
steadfastly maintained the pecu- 
liar doctrines of the Gospel, con- 
sidering them as the great pillars 
of vital and saving religion, and 
of all true morality, he was far 
from being a mere speculatist. 
His principal aim was at the con- 
science and the heart. While, 
on the one hand, he faithfully 
exposed the utter insufficiency 
of what is called a good life, con- 
sidered as the ground of accept- 
ance, so, on the other, he guard- 
ed his hearers against an antino- 
mian spirit. The religion which 
he inculcated, was a_ beautiful 
and well-proportioned whole, and 
nota mere fragment. The only 
faith which he acknowledged as 
genuine, was a faith purifying 
the heart, regulating the tem- 
per, and governing the life. 

In his sermons, there was a 
variety, equally conducive to en- 
tertainment and edification. He 
did not confine himself to a few 
favorite topics, but expatiated in 
the boundless field of Scripture 
truths and illustrations. Ever 
attentive to the aspects of Provi- 
dence, he seized not only the 
momentous events, but the smal- 
ler occurrences of the day, and 
converted them to some pious 
and practical purpose. In adapt- 
ing himself to the circumstances 
of the afflicted, he was peculiarly 
happy. The bereaved and mourtn- 
ing among his flock, with many 
others in like circumstances, will 
long remember his heart-felt 
sympathy in their sorrows, and 
with what mingled tenderness, 
fervor, and solemnity, he addres- 
sed them in public and in pri- 
vate. ae 

He greatly excelled in the gift 
and spirit of prayer. His addres- 
ses to the throne of grace, wheth- 
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er in the Church, in the family, 
in the mourning circle, or by the 
bed of sickness and of death, 
were various, appropriate, sol- 
emn, fervent, and pathetic. They 
appeared to flow from a heart 
accustomed to find delight in 
devotion; a heart deeply acquaint- 
ed with its own wants, and ten- 
derly feeling the wants and dis- 
tresses of others. 

As a pastor, Dr. Buckminster 
was a bright example to his 
brethren. His labors were abun- 
dant, and greatly diversified. 
To spend and be spent for his 
Master, and his Master’s flock, 
he accounted not his toil, but his 
honor and delight. Nothing 
could gratify him more than to 
observe, among any of his peo- 
ple, the spirit of serious atten- 
tion and inquiry. With sedulous 
and unremitted care, he cherish- 
ed every such appearance. Meet- 
ings for social prayer he promo- 
ted, not only by his approbation, 
but his presence; nor did any 
worshipper appear to derive 
more refreshment and quicken- 
ing from these pious associations, 
than himself. He was frequently 
devising new plans and means, 
by which to gain access to the 
hearts of his beloved people, and 
promote their salvation. He was 
far indeed from being content 
with discharging the ordinary 
duties of the Sabbath, and going 


the expected round of visits on 
Monday: 


**But in his duty prompt at every call, 

He watch’d and wept, he pray’d and felt 
for all, 

And, asa bird each fond endearment tries, 

To tempt her new-fledg’d offspring to the 
skies; 

He tried each art, reprov’d each dull 
delay, 

Allur’d to brighter worlds, and led the 
way.’ 


In all the domestic relations, 
Dr. Buckminster was exemph, 
rily tender, kind, and faithfy, 
He labored much to promote the 
spiritual welfare of those pecy. 
liarly endeared to him. His firg 
wish was, so to live with then 
on earth, as to meet them jp 
heaven. 

He was one of the most affer. 
tionate of friends, one of the mos 
interesting of companions. h 
the social circle, his conversation 
was frequently enlivened by sil. 
lies of genuine wit and humor, 
These were his occasional relax. 
ation. ‘To an attentive observer, 
it was easy to perceive, however, 
that his mind and heart were he 
bitually employed on objects of 
the highest interest. 

To his brethren in the minis 
try, he was most tenderly attach. 
ed; and this attachment wa 
warmly reciprocated. From one 
of them,* who delivered a dis 
course on his death to his be. 
reaved flock, he received the fol- 
lowing affectionate and respect- 
ful tribute: “The venerable ser: 
vant of Christ, who statedly min- 
istered in this place, was an ac- 
tive, pious, and zealous member 
of our Association. He was ever 
ready to strengthen our hands, 
and encourage our hearts. With 
tencerness he reminded us of 
our faults, and counselled us in 
our difficulties. He gave spirit 
and animation to our meetings, 
and invigorated our exertions 
To our Churches he was a wel: 
come messenger of Jesus, and he 
never refused to labor in the se! 
vice of his Master.” 

Tn a note to the same discours®; 
it 1s added; “On the first day of 
the present year, Dr. Buckmin 








































* Rev. Mr. Parker, of Portsmouth 
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ster preached a sermon at Hamp- 
ton falis,* particularly addressed 
to the members of the Associa- 
tion. He unfolded the danger, to 
which ministers are exposed, of 
neglecting their own hearts, 
while they preach to others; the 
necessity of their possessing per- 
sonal holiness, and of their aid- 
ing each other in the -duties of 
their responsible office, by the 
exercise of candor, charity, and 
love.” 

Never was this servant of Christ 
more evidently devoted to his 
work, than in the last months of 
his life. It seemed as though he 
had a presentiment that his dis- 
mission was near, and under this 
impression, was anxious that ev- 
ery day and every hour should 
be filled up with duty. These 
extraordinary exertions contribu- 
ted to break down his constitu- 
tion. The mental depressions, 
with which he had been formerly 
visited, returned; and his health 
gradually failed. After atime, 
he was attacked with violent ner- 
vous spasms, which induced a 
temporary suspension of reason. 
To obtain relief from these com- 
plicated and distressing com- 
plaints, he undertook, in compa- 
ny with his wife, and two other 
friends, a journey to the springs 
in the state of New York. The 
Sabbath previous to his depart- 
ure, he was able to preach, and 
to administer the sacrament of 
the Lord’s Supper. Having 
reached Putney, in Vermont, he 
was attacked with a new com- 
plaint, which, though it did not 
prevent his pursuing his jour- 
ney, proved specdiiy fatal. As 
his bodily strength declined, his 


_ * At one of those periodical meet- 
ings for special prayer, of which Dr. 
B. was so ardent a promoter, and so 
constant an attendant. 


mind became more calm and 
composed. For more than two 
days previous to his death, he 
was free from distressing spasms, 
and from the derangement of fac- 
ulties which had attended them. 
Much of this time he employed 
in devotion. As his dissolution 
approached, he expressed his 
humble confidence in God, and 
entire submission to his will. 
He was favored with a clear tes- 
timony of conscience that he had 
devoted himself in sincerity to 
the divine service; and he was 
consoled by the reflection, that 
he had faithfully preached the 
truth to his people. 

He died at Readsberough, 
(Vermont) on the 10th of June;+ 
and the day following his remains 
were interred at Bennington, 
with every expression of respect 
for his character, and of sympa 
thy with his afflicted relict. An 
appropriate sermon was preach- 
ed on the occasion, by the Rev. 
Mr. Marsh, from John xiv, 18. 

Dr. Buckminster’s death is ten- 
derly and justly lamented, as no 
common loss to his church and 
people, to the town of Ports- 
mouth, to the vicinity, to the 
state, to the Church at large, 
and to the world. But his friends, 
and the friends of truth, have 
reason to be comforted with the 
reflection, that his life, though 
not protracted to the longest 
date, was eminently useful; that 
his death was serene and happy; 
and that he has received the 
plaudit, Well done, good and 
faithful servant, enter thou into 
the joy of thy Lord. 


7 It is a remarkable fact, that, on 
the day preceding, his eldest son, the 
Rev. Josepu S., BUCKMLNSTER, pas- 
tor of the Church in Brattle-street, 
Boston, died, after a distressing sick- 
ness of-less than a week. 
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A SKETCH OF THE LIFE AND 
CHARACTER OF DR. OLIVER 
BREWSTER. 


Peruaps no class of men, except 
the ministers of the Gospel, can 
do more in the service of reli- 
gion, than persons of the medi- 
cal profession. Their duties give 
them access to all descriptions 
of people, and under all circum- 
stances. If respectable, they will, 
of course, be influential; and it is 
highly desirable, that this influ- 
ence should be exerted in favor 
of religion. 

In few instances, have these 
truths been more satisfactorily 
exemplified, than in the life of 
Dr. Oliver Brewster; a life com- 
prising, indeed, few remarkable 
jncidents; but uniformly under 
the direction of piety, and, ina 
high degree, exemplary and use- 
ful. 

The subject of this notice was 
born at Lebanon, (Con.) A. D. 
1760, where his venerable par- 
ents were living, at his decease. 

His father had been many years 
a deacon of the church, in which 
office he died, a few days after 
his son. Nothing interesting is 
known concerning the former 
part of the life of Dr. Brews- 
ter, except that he has often 
mentioned his religious educa- 
tion, and the strong impressions 
early made upon his mind, by the 
counsels and prayers of his par- 
ents. 

At a very early age, he had ob- 
tained his profession, and was 
eniployed as a surgeon, in the 
American army, where the pas- 
sing scenes had an effect upon 
him, different from what is com- 
mon;—-they greatly solemnized 


his mind. As an instance, the 
following occurrence is particu. 
larly recollected from his own 
narration. 

On the morning before the ac. 
tion at Herkimer, he was break. 
fasting with some officers of the 
regiment to which he belonged, 
The colonel, a profane man, ob. 
serving the company to eat but 
little, began, in his rough way, to 
reproach them with cowardice, 
“These fellows, Brewster,” said 
he to the Dr. “have got lead in 
their stomachs. Why the battle 
will not last more than five min- 
utes, and you can all of you live 
in hell so long.” They went im- 
mediately into the action; when, 
in less than five minutes, the col: 
onel fell, and Dr. Brewster was 
called just in time to see him 
expire. 7 

The effect of this and similar 
scenes there witnessed, remain- 
ed upon him while he lived. 

Having left the army, he com- 
menced the practice of physic in 
the town of Becket, in the coun- 
ty of Berkshire; being, at this 
+ di blameless, in the view of 
man, but destitute of religion. 

Soon after this he became not 
only serious, but strongly con- 
victed of possessing a heart un- 
sanctified and dreadfully depray- 
ed. How soon he obtained relief 
in Christ is not known; but his 
conversion was Clear, and clearly 
manifested by a thirty years’ trial 
of his faith. 

The church to which he be- 
came united knew his worth, and, 
in the year 1802, called him 
to the office of denen in which 
station he continued to serve 
them with the greatest fidelity, 
till the 15th of February last, 
when he was taken hence by an 
apoplectic fit, and removed, as it 
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*s confidently believed, to the 
mansions of his Father’s house. 

But the design of this commnu- 
nication, is to furnish, not so 
much a biography, as a skeith of 
character. 

In this view, the following re- 
marks may, perhaps, be conscla- 
tory and animating, and therefore 
useful. 

It has often been a ground of 
just complaint, that the profes- 
sors of religion do not manifest 
their faith by their works; but, 
in the subject of this memolr, all 
his acquaintance beheld religion, 
in practice. Beneficence was a 
wei! known trait in his character. 

This was particularly experi- 
enced by his patients, to whom, 
when poor, he was not only a 
physician, but a father. Their 
wants he relieved to the extent 
of his ability, demanding neither 
compensation, nor any other ex- 
pressions of gratitude than their 
total silence upon the subject. 

His professional charges were 

remarkably moderate; and his 
collection of them, from persons 
in humble circumstances, (if 
they were collected at all,) was 
in the most favorable way possi- 
ble. Destitute of property, when 
he commenced practice, with an 
increasing family, and the com- 
pany which his hospitality drew 
around him; it was surprising to 
his friends to see his worldly 
prosperity. It was obtained by 
his industry and economy of 
time. His labors, in his profes- 
Sion, were indefatigable, faithful, 
and successful. 
_ in most instances, particularly 
in acute diseases, his exertions 
were greatly blessed, and exten- 
Sively sought. 

In his family, his fidelity was 
remarkable and exemplary. In 

You. V. New Series. * 
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family instruction, reading the ae 
Scriptures, singing, and prayer. | | 

he was scrupulously punctual; 

nor would he permit any pres- 
sure of morning business, nov 
any evening fatigue, to interfere ii 
with these duties, especially that 
of family prayer. 

He was ardent in his attach- i 
ments. It was his character to 
be warm and interested; and, in | 
no object of importance, could ie 
he remain long neuter. Whatso- 
ever his hand found to do, he dic 
2? with his might, and in its ert 
proper season. In favor of reli- 1] 
gion, this disposition proved em- | 
inently serviceable; for his at- 
tachment to the cause of the Re- 
deemer seemed interwoven with 
every desire and every princi- 
ple of action. In him we saw an 
illustration of that which is writ- 
ten, Many waters cannot quench 
love, neither can the floods drown 
z?. Labors, and abstinence, and 
afflictions he would endure be- 
yond most men;—but he could sie 
not endure, without strong cry- 
ing and tears,tosee Zion mourn, 
and few come to her solemn 
feasts. 

Firm in the distinguishing 
doctrines of the Gospel, he was 
zealous for their propagation; 
and was distressed beyond meas- 
ure to hear them opposed, by 
any one, or even neglected by 4 
the professed ministcrs of the 
Gospel of Christ. - 

Against vice and error, of what- 1 
ever kind, he took a decidec 
part; his face was set like a flint. 
and he feared not what man cole | 
do unto him, while he secured the r 
approbation of his conscience ' 
and hisGod. Decision and ce- 
termination were indeed the | 
characteristics of the man. In j 


reneral they were highly useff!: 
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in some instances, however, as 
he was frank to acknowledge, 
he had much use for the power 
of religion, to gualify this dispo- 
sition with adequate calmness 
and moderation. 

He was earnest and faithful, to 
ebserve the discipline of the 
church of God. His plainness 
and fidelity with offenders, his 
anxiety for their restoration, and 
his general exertions for the 
freace and prosperity of Zion, 
though they may have created 
enemies among the unsanctified, 
will be long and gratefully re- 
membered by his brethren in 
Christ. 

Seldom is a man found, 
whom it is more emphatically his 
meat and drink to do the will of 
his Father in Heaven, than it 
was to Dr. Brewster. Religion 
was his delight;—not a burden 
which he must bear, but a pillar 
to support him, a treasure to en- 
rich him. If it is from the abun- 
dance of the heart that the mouth 
sfeaketh, religion must have 
abounded in him; for though re- 
served, upon common topics, es- 
pecially in mixed companies, yet 
his conversation upon religion 
possessed that readiness and 
force, which manifested his inti- 
mate acquaintance, both with its 
theory and spirit. 

He was happy in a talent to 
introduce this favorite subject, 
without creating disgust or in- 
curring ridicule. This trait in 
his character, remarkably fitted 
him for the situation in which he 


was Called to act; for, during the 
greater part of his membership 
in the church, they were destj. 
tute of a pastor. 

During this period, his solemp 
counsels to his patients. his fer. 
vent prayers with them and for 
them, will never be forgotten, by 
those who survive; and, in many 
who have died, it is believed that 
a favorable record of them has 
ascended to Gop the Judge of ail, 

An instance of this, his dispo. 
sition and habit, marked the 
closing scene of his life. He 
was attending a patient, in great 
distress and in imminent danger, 
Walking the room, in deep 
anxiety, “I know not,” said he, 
“what more we can do—but'we 
must all fray for her, and fray 
for ourselves.” These were his 
Jast words. The messenger of 
the Lord was at hand. Dr. Brews- 
ter was immediately seized with 
a fit which appeared to deprive 
him of all reflection. In this state 
he lay about six hours, when 
his spirit returned to God who 
gave it. 

Reader! pause, reflect, and im- 
itate the character of those who 
through faith and patience have 
inherited the promises. 

Surely such a life, and, after 
such a life, such a death, also, 
are desirable. : 

Blessed are the dead, who die 
in the Lord, yea, saith the Spirit, 
Jor they rest from their labors, 
and their works do follow them. 

May 22, 1812, 
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On Pastoral Visits. 115 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


PASTORAL VISISTS. 


For the Panofilist. 

Mr. Editor, 

SyouLp you think fit to give my 
remarks, on the subject of Pasto- 
ral Visits a place in your valuable 
work,* you may perhaps be of 
opinion, that at least a few hints 
to the people at large, in refer- 
ence to the same subject, ought 
to follow. Many of the duties 
of a pastor and his flock are re- 
ciprocal. If he is bound to 
preach, they are equally bound to 
hear. If he must declare all the 
counsel of God they must reject 
nothing, at their peril. So, if it 
ishis duty to visit them from 
house to house, it is their duty 
to receive him, as their spiritu- 
al euide. 

If he visits by previous ap- 
pointments, surely the least that 
the heads of a family can consis- 
tently do, is to be at home, if 
possible, themselves, and to re- 
quire their children and domes- 
tics to be present also. Want 
of time cannot be pleaded as an 
excuse; for an hour, or two, in 
ordinary cases, is sufficient; and 
such calls upon every family in 
a society, cannot be very fre- 
quent. Besides, more than time 
enough is spent idly, every 
week, if not every day, by the 
very persons, who are most ready 
to urge this excuse. 

Complaints are continually 
brought against ministers, in 
some places, for neglecting to 
visit their parishioners, so much 
as they ought. These com- 
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plaints are sometimes well 
founded and sometimes not. 
More is often required in this 
way than any minister can per- 
form. Six days in a week, devot- 
ed exclusively to visiting, would 
scarcely be sufficient, to silence 
every murmur. And where 
ministers are really deficient in 
this branch of duty, no small 
share of the blame, some- 
times belongs to the com- 
plainants. People ought to 
know and to realize, that if a pas- 
tor has any proper sense, of the 
tremendous responsibility of 
his office, it must distress him, 
to waste so much of his time in 
mere social visits, as is often re- 
quired. They must not wonder, 
that he goes out unfrequently 
and with reluctance, if they are 
determined, every time he ap- 
proaches, tosweepa circle around 
themselves, within the ample 
circumference of which religion 
is not to be admitted. 

How can he carry on serious 
conversation, where nobody is 
willing to hear it? How can he 
feel animated, when the first sen- 
tence he utters freezes a whole 
tea-party into statues of solid ic2? 
What chance has a spark of fire 
to kindle, under a deluge of cold 
water? How discouraging is it for 
a minister to talk about heaven, 
in companies where this world 
occupies the whole field of vis- 
ion? to talk about the worth of the 
soul, where all are worshipping 
the body? 

Let not these remarks be mis- 
understood. ‘They do not apply, 
nor are they intended to apply, 
to the majority of people in 
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Christian communities. Some 
ministcrs are so happy as to live 
at times, and in places, where 
religion is the welcome topic of 
conversation, in almost every cir- 
cle. Others find, at least some 
inquisitive and serious persons, 
wherever they go. But still 
there can be no doubt, that many 
a conscientious servant of Christ, 
has met with discouragements 
like those which have been men- 
tioned; and has by them been 
deterred from visiting his peo- 
ple, when he would have gone 
with pleasure, had they been 
venerally disposed to receive 
him as a messenger of Jesus. 
This excuse I know may be 
carried too far. Let no Christian 
pastor admit the idea, that he can 
do little good, in any course of 
Visits, till he has made athorough 
trial; and on the other hand, Iet 
people so receive their minister 
at all times; Jet them enter so 
cheerfully and unreservedly into 
religious conversation; and let 
them listen with such visible in- 
terest to his instructions, as that 
he may be encouraged to repeat 
his visits as often as possible;— 
that he and they may be profited 
by every Interview, and that thus 
walking hand in hand during 
their earthly pilgrimage, they 
may at length enter into that rest, 
which remaineth to the people 
God. MIKROS. 


EXPOSITION OF MARK xX, 19. 
Fhou knowest the command- 


ments; do not commit adultery, 
do not kill, do not steal, do not bear 


julse witness, defraud not, honor 


thy father and mother. 


Turre would be no difficulty in 
understanding these words con- 


Mark X; 19. Ave 
sidered by themselves. We al} 


know the commandments here 
enumerated, and are convinced 
of the importance of keeping 
them. The difficulty respects 
the manner in which they are in. 
troduced. Zhere came one run- 
ning, and kneeled to Christ, and 
asked him, good Master, whet 
shall I do, that I may inherit 
eternal life? The answer was, 
Thou knowest the commandments, 
éxc. This answer seems to im. 
ply, that he might obtain salva- 
tion by his own works. But did 
not Jesus fully understand the 
doctrine afterwards taught by his 
apostle to the Gentiles? Paul’s 
words are, 4s muny as are of the 
works of the law, are under the 
curse. Again; If there had been 
a law given, which could have 
given life, verily righteousness 
should have been by the law; but 
by the deeds of the law shall no 
flesh living be justified. Did 
Christ then set this person to 
seek life in a way, in which it 
cannot be obtained? This diffi- 
culty I shall now attempt to ob- 
viate. 

The very terms of the young 
man’s inquiry seem to suggest 
our Lord’s answer. He did not 
ask how his sins might be for- 
given, nor, in general terms, how 
he might be saved; but, What 
shall do? Matthew records it, 
What good thing shall 1 do? May 
not our Lord’s answer be suppos- 
ed tohavethis bearing? “If you 
will by your own works obtain 
salvation, there is only one way; 
and that is perfect obedience to 
the divine law. Cursed is every 
one that continueth not in all 
things written in the book of the 
law, to do them. Therefore 
kecp the commandments.” 

But Jesus did not intend to let 
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this inquirer go away without 
further instruction. If he had 
manifested any apprehension of 
the strict and spiritual sense of 
the law, acknowledged his im- 
perfections and guilt, and asked, 
how he might obtain forgiveness 
of past sins, and strength for the 
performance of future duties, 
Christ would undoubtedly have 
directed him to his own blood 
and righteousness, by placing 
him among his disciples, where 
in due time he would have be- 
come fully acquainted with the 
mystery of salvation by the cross. 
But the young man_ exhibits 
nothing of this spiritual sense 
of self-abasement. On the con- 
trary, he replies, 4// these have I 
kent from my youth uf, and, as in 
Matthew, What lack I yet?” 
There is no reason to doubt the 
truth of this assertion, in the 
sense in which he made it. He 
thought the commandments ex- 
tended only to the outward con- 
duct. He had never’ openly de- 
frauded, stolen, borne false wit- 
ness, abused his parents, com- 
mitted adultery, nor been guilty 
of murder. His outward deport- 
ment had probably been moral 
and amiable. Being ignorant of 
his obligation to love God su- 
premely, and to serve him in 
spirit and in truth, he was satis- 
ied with his own character, and 


exultingly asked, What lack I 


yet? But the merciful Savior 
did not leave him in this delu- 
sion. He goes on to convince 
him of his deficiency. One thing 
thow lackest. Go thy way, selé 
whatsoever thou hast,and give to 
the floor, and thou shalt have 
treasure in heaven; and come, 


take upt the cross, and follow me. 
Now if this young man was con- 
was a teacher 
must have re- 


vinced, that Jesus 
sent from God. he 


Exposition of Mark x, \9. 
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ceived this command as divine; 
and his obedience or disobedi- 
ence was a proper test of his re- 
gard for God’s authority. His 
obedience would have manifest- 
ed a settled disposition to pursue 
eternal life at any cost;—it would 
have evinced that he esteemed 
the favor of God more than all 
his worldly interests and pros- 
pects. He would have been, 
from that time, a constant asso- 
ciate with Jesus, and the rest of 
his sincere disciples, and faithful 
followers. He would have been 
led into all necessary truth, and 
finally would have obtained treas- 
ure in heaven, on the terms of 
the Gospel. Blessed is the man 
that endureth temptation; for 
when he is tried, he shall receive 
the crown of life, which the Lord 
hath firomised to them thai love 
him. But this man did not en- 
dure his trial. Being weighed in 
the balance, he was found want- 
ing. His disobedience proved, 
that his supreme affection was 
placed on earth. If heaven were 
to be obtained only at the ex- 
pense of the pride and luxury, 
which his wealth supported, he 
must relinquish the pursuit. 
This gave him pain. He wished 
to obtain eternal life; but the 
purchase was toodear. He went 
away sorrowful; but chose to re- 
tain his possessions. Whom 
could he blame? If he would 
not perform duty which was 
clearly set before him, he had no 
reason to expect further instruc- 
tion. 

The solemn admoniticn sug- 
gested by his character and con- 
duct cannot escape the notice of 
attentive readers. Whosoever 
hath, to him shall be given; and 
gvuhoscever hath not, from him 
shall be taken even that which he 
CasszeDR®. 
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Review of Mr. Abbot’s Pamphlet, Sc. 


‘Aug, 


REVIEW. 


XXXVII. A Statement of Pro- 
ceedings in the First Society in 
Coventry, Connecticut, which 
terminated in the removal of 
the Pastor; with an address to 
his late people. By Abrer AB- 
spoT, late Pastor of the First 
Church in Coventry. Boston; 
John Eliot, jun. 1811. pp. 68. 

Reply to Mr. Abbot’s Statement 
of Proceedings in the First So- 
ciety in Coventry, Connecticut. 
By THE ASsociavion OF ToL- 
LAND Counrr. Hartford; Pe- 
ter B. Gleason & Co. 1812. 
pp. 48. 

Proceedings of the General Asso- 
ciation of Connecticut, June, 
1812. Hartford; Peter B. 
Gleason & Co. pp. 36. 


Tre subject of which the two 
first of these pamphlets treat, 
and which occupies a large por- 
tion of the third, has excited, in 
Massachusetts and Connecticut, 
a considerable attention among 
those who feel interested in the 
ecclesi.stical affairs of New Eng- 
land. We have been repeatedly 
urged to lay before the public 
the case here disclosed; but, as 
controversies of this kind are 
attended with many unpleasant 
circumstances, we have hitherto 
declined the employment. Per- 
ceiving, however, that much un- 
merited obloguy has been cast 
upon the great body of con- 
gregational clergy in Connecti- 
cut, on account of the decision 
pronounced, in the case of Mr. 
Abbot, by the Consociation in 
Tolland County; and that gross 
misrepresentations are circulated 
40 the prejudice, not only of indi- 


viduals, but of Christian orde 
and church discipline, we deem 
it our duty to submit to the cop. 
sideration of our readers a fair 
statement of the principal facts 
and arguments in the case, and tg 
add such remarks as appear to 
us worthy of particular atten. 
tion. In giving a history of the 
Proceedings, &c. relative to Mr, 
A., we shall first give an abstract 
of his pamphlet, then of the Re. 
fly, and lastly of the doings of 
the General Association of Con. 
necticut on the subject. 

Let us attend, first, to the 
case, as it would appear from 
the Statement of Mr. A. 

The Rev. Abiel Abbot was 
ordained to the pastoral office, 
over the first church and society 
in the town of Coventry, county 
of Tolland, (Conn.) in Oct. 1795, 
with unanimity in the church 
and society. Little dissatisfac- 
tion with his opinions was mani- 
fested, except by a very few of 
his church, before Feb. 1819, 
‘when most of the brethren met 
at his house to inquire and to 
converse concerning his opin- 
ions. After some conversation, 
(a part of which is given, p. 4,) 
Mr. A. observed, that there was 
a difference between him and 
some, if not all, the church, and 
perhaps of the society also, on 
points in their view fundamental. 
He expressed a_ willingness, 
therefore, that his pastoral re- 
lation should be dissolved. They 
replied, that they wished noth- 
ing done rashly, and that “except 
what arose from this difference 
of opinion, they had no desire 
that the connexion should be 
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dissolved.” In June, the same 

arties had another interview, 
the result of which was not satis- 
factory. In Sept., Mr. A. re- 
ceived a written request ‘to warn 


ia church meeting, to consider 


and resolve on proper measures 
to be adopted and pursued under 
the present difficulties.” The 
church met on the 13th, and Mr, 
A. rade “some observations 
with a view to conciliate the 
minds of the brethren.” They 
proceeded, however, to express 
by vote, their belief of several 
doctrines; and determined that, 
as their pastor neither preached 
nor believed these doctrines, it 
was expedient to apply to the 
Association of ministers in the 
county of Tolland for advice. 
Early in October, the church 
was advised “by the Association 
totake proper measures for con- 
vening the council of the conso- 
ciated churches in the county 
of Tolland.” With this advice 
the church complied, and re- 
quested the society to unite with 
them in calling the Consociation. 
The society declined; but pro- 
posed a mutual Council. To 
this proposal the church con- 
sented, provided they could a- 
gree with Mr. A. in a Council. 
The committee of the church 
met Mr. A. on the 27th of No- 
vember to agree on a council; 
and again. on the 30th for the 
Same purpoge, when a majority 
of the committee refused a mutual 
council. The church afterwards 
offered a mutual council for the 
purpose of dissolving the pasto- 
ral connexion by consent. The 
society objected. These nego- 
tiations all failing of their object, 
the Consociation met at Coven- 
try, April 16th, 1811. Mr. A, 
being called upon to answer to 


the complaint of the church, read 
and presented a protest. In this 
document he denies the author- 
ity of the elders and messengers 
there convened, for the following 
reasons: 1. Because an impartial 
mutual council had not been of- 
fered to him. 2. Because the 
council then in session was not 
a regular consociation, einpow- 
ered according to the Saybrook 
Platform, to hear the complaint 
against him. Under this head 
Mr. A. labors to prove, that 
there is no Consociation in Tol- 
land county, that the first church 
in Coventry does not belong to 
it, even if it exists, and that, 
should both these points be 
yielded, Mr. A. himself does not 
belong to it. S$. Because coun- 
cils have no authority in matters 
of faith Mr. A. dwells much 
and earnestly on the opinion, 
that the Scrifiures alone are the 
rule of faith; and proves unde- 
niably, if it needed any proof, 
that the framers of the Saybrook 
Platform were of the same opin- 
ion. The protest of Mr. A. oce 
cupies fourteen pages. It is 
followed by a protest, signed by 
the society committee, which re- 
lies upon the same arguments 
as had been stated at greater 
length by Mr. A., expresses the 
attachment of a majority of the 
society to their minister, and 
displays the evils which in their 
opinion, would take place in con- 
sequence of his‘removal. The 
question, Whether this body have 
jurisdiction as a council of conso- 


ciated churches? was amply dis-- 


cussed, and the council proceed- 
ed to vote, that they were “duly 
convened and authorized to try 
the complaint before them.” 
Mr. A., being called upon 
again to answer to the complaint, 
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informed the council that he 
should abide by his pretest; and, 
of course, remained silent as to 
the articles, of charge. The 
council proceeded to consider 
the complaint, and heare the tes- 
timony adduced by the church, 
and the remarks made by their 
advocate. As the proceedings 
had excited some emotion, it was 
proposed by the advocate of Mr. 
A.. that the council should wave 
a decision, and give opportunity 
to unite ina mutual council. Mr. 
A. renewed to the church the 
proposal for a mutual couneil; 
this effort failed of success, and, 
on the next day, the result of the 
Consociation was published. The 
Consociation was composed of 
nine pastors of churches in the 
county of Tolland, and eleven 
delegates. After the regular 
opening of the Consociation, the 
proceedings were as follows: 


‘‘The church laid before this body 
a complaint, containing the following 
articles of charge against their pas- 
tor, Viz. 

“That he, the Rev. Abiel Abbot, 
does neither preach nor believe the 
sacred Trinity of Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghost in the Godhead. 

‘‘That he does neither preach, nor 
believe in the divinity of Jesus Christ; 
that he is both God and man united 
in the person of Mediator. 

“That he does neither preach nor 
believe the doctrine of the atonement 
made for sin by the blood of Christ, 
and of the justification of sinners by 
the righteousness of Christ, imputed 
to them and received by faith in him. 

“‘The foregoing doctrines, though 
clearly revealed in the word of God, 
as not only true, but fundamental in 
the Gospel system, and essential to 
be believed in order to salvation, are 
by him omitted in his preaching; and 
doctrines contrary to these, and re- 
pugnant to the faith once delivered to 
the saints by Christ and his apostles, 
and subversive of the Christian’s 
hope,sre byhimtaught and inculcated. 


full deliberation upon the arguments 
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“Mr. Abbot having read, then pp, 
sented to this body an address, «, 
nying the jurisdiction of this coy, 
cil, and protesting against their gi, 
ting in judgment upon the complain 
against him. 

“*The society also by their commit. 
tee, presented an instrument of {}, 
same purport, which was read. 

**The authority of the Consociatio, 
having been denied, the subject was 
largely argued by the counsel both of 
Mr. Abbot and of the church. 

**The council then proceeded to , 


offered. The question was then put 
by the moderator, Do this council 
consider themselves duly convened 
and authorized to try the complaint 
before them? Voted in the affirmative, 

‘*The elders and messengers pres, 
ent feel themselves justified and sup. 
ported in the foregoing decision by 
the articles of church discipline unan. 
imously agreed upon by the elders of 
all the churches of Connecticut con- 
vened at Saybrook, Sept. 9, 1708; the 
same having been adopted by prac- 
tice and consent of the churches in 
this county; and for that, this Conso- 
ciation is convoked conformably to 
the 15th article thereof, and agreeably 
to tlie usage of the churches in this 
state; and, as we believe, agreeably 
to the mind and will of Christ; and, 
for that no other method of adminis. 
tering church discipline has_ been 
adopted among our churches in cases 
like the one under consideration; nor 
can we resort to any other, under the 
present organization of our churches, 
where the parties cannot, or will not, 
mutually submit their difficulties. 

“The Rev. Mr. Abbot was ther 
called upon to answer to the com- 
plaint exhibited against him by the 
church, but he neglected and refused 
to make answer to the same. 

“The council then proceeded to 
hear the testimony produced by the 
church in support of the articles oi 
charge. After a full and patient 
hearing and consideration ofthe case, 
the question was put upon each arti- 
cle separately, Is this article proved? 
Voted it is proved. 

‘‘The general question was then put, 
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facts alleged in the complaint of the 
church against him? Voted unant- 
ously in the affirmative. 

“Voted, That the man who neither 
believes, nor preaches the doctrines 
specified in the articles of charge, is 
disqualitied for the office of the Gos- 
pel ministry; for he has essentially 
yenounced the Scriptures, has made 
shipwreck of the faith once delivered 
to the saints, has denied the Messiah 
of the Gospel, who is the true God 
and eternal life, and cannot preach to 
sinners, according to the real mean- 
ing of Scripture, Jesus Christ and 
him crucified, who is the only way 
of salvation, nor feed the church of 
God, which he has purchased with 
his own blood. 

“The council therefore feel them- 
selves required by Jesus Christ, the 
great God and Savior, on the peril of 
being judged unfaithful to him, to his 
church, and the best interests of the 
society in this place, to declare, and 
they hereby declare, that the minis- 
terial relation between the Rev. Abiel 
Abbot and the first church of Christ 
in Coventry ought to be, and is dis- 
solved. And they do hereby also re 
voke the commission given to him by 
his erdination to preach the Gospel 
and administer the ordinances of the 
same. 

“The council add, that having giv- 
en full weight to évery thing brought 
before them, it is with pain they have 
found themselves under the necessity 
of performing this indispensable du: y. 

“By unanimous order of the Con- 
30ciation, 

Signed, N. WriiiaMs, Moderator. 

Attest, Amos Bassett, Scribe.” 

Statement, pp. 27—2”. 


On the publication of the re- 
sult, the Consociation and the 
church were informed, that Mr. 
A. and the society had determin- 
ed to convene a mutual council. 
The churches from which a mu- 
tual council should be called 
were iminediately agreed upon, 
and the letters missive issued. 
In the meantime, Mr. A. contin- 


ued to discharge the duty of a 
minister as before. 


Vou. V. New Series. 


Mr. A. next proceeds, in his 
pamphlet, to animadvert upon 
the above result; but what we 
have to say, on this part of the 
subject, will be reserved to a 
subsequent page. He then states 
the circumstances which were 
regarded in the selection of the 
second council, and says, “I need 
only add, that with the majority 
of the council I had little person 
al acquaintance, and NO knowl- 
edge of their opinion with res- 
pect to my religious sentiments 
or particular difficulties.” We 
cannot refrain from breaking in 
upon our narration here, to ex- 
press our astonishment at the 
assertion contained in the sen- 
tence just quoted; an assertion 
at which every reader of these 
pamphlets will be \ikewise as- 
tonished; an assertion which ex4 
cites almost as much wonder, as 
that a minister should preach 
thirteen years, so as to make his 
people think he was a believer 
in the doctrine of the Trinity, 
while it is not pretended that 
even from the first he had ever 
embraced that doctrine. 

Mr. A. next publishes a letter 
from the Rev. Dr. Osgood, on 
which we shall presently make 
a Single remark. 

This second council met at 
Coventry on the 5th of June; 
1811. Mr A. and the society 
laid such documents before this 
body, and made such representa- 
tions, as they thought proper, 
the church being notified, by a 
message in writing to the dea- 
cons, that the council was in Sses= 
sion, and would be happy to re- 
ceive such commm@mications, as 
the church might be disposed to 
make. No reply was made to 
this message, the church havin 
previously signified to Mr. A, 
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that they considered the second 
council as being unauthorized 
and improper. Seven pastors 
of churches in Massachusetts, 
and three delegates, composed 
this council. On the next day, 
the Result of Council was pub- 
lished, the most material parts 
of which we quote. 


**The council have, as thes trust, 
attended with seriousness and impar- 
tiality to ihe statements and pleas of 
the parties at whose instance they 
are convened. They lament the di- 
visions which have arisen between 
the church on one side, and the 
pastor and congregation on the other. 
It is with extreme reluctance that 
the council are constrained to give an 
opinion which will militate with the 
result of the venerable council, com- 
posed of elders and messengers of the 
churches of Tolland county, recently 
convoked in this place; but as it be- 
comes necessary that they should de 
cide on questions submitted to their 
deliberation, propriety requires that 
they give the reasons of their decision 

“The council find no satisfactory 
evidence that a Consociation ever ex- 
isted in Tolland counts, according to 
Saybrook platform. If a Consociation 
did exist, they find no evidence, that 
the first church in Coventry or its 
pastor were ever constituent parts of 
it; andasthe Rev. Mr. Abbot and the 
ecclesiastical society declined acting 
with this church in calline the late 
council, and protested against its ju- 
risdiction, we can consider it only in 
the light of an ex parte council; and 
as the not having of a mutuat council 
as the umpire of their controversy 
must in our opinion be imputed to the 
ehurch, the result of said council can- 
not affect the ministerial standing of 
the Rev. Mr. Abbot, much less dis- 
solve the pastoral relation between 
him and this people. 

“Concerning the doctrinal points 
which are the only articles of charge 
alleged against Mr. Abbot we will 
not decide, in the persuasion that the 
Great Head of the church never em- 
powered any body of men to pro- 
npunce authoritatively respecting re- 
Migious opinions. We believe that 


Mr. Abbot is sincere in the follow}y 
solemn declaration, and that it ough; 
to be satisfactory.” Stat. pp. 43, 44 


Here the Council insert a de. 
claration offered by Mr. A., cop. 
taining several passages of Scrip. 
ture relative to the doctrines 
concersing which he had been 
condemned by the Consociation, 
and an acknowledgment of the 
Scriptures as divine truth. To 
this paper they add some rea. 
soning of their own, and proceed: 


**The council consider the relation 
between the pastor and this ecclesi. 
astical society as not having been an. 
nulled; and the parties having sub. 
mitted the expediency of its continu. 
ance to this council, we do therefore 
adjudge that the relation between 
them be dissolved for the reasons 
which follow.”” Statement. p. 45, 


The reasons specified all re- 
late to the improbability, that 
Mr. A could be useful in that 
plece, on account of the divisions 
which existed. 

The Council give Mr Abbot 
avery high character, and cor- 
cially recommend him to all 
“Christian Societies among 
whom he may in divine Provi- 
dence be called to minister.” 

After the whole “extraordi- 
nary narrative,” as Mr. A. justly 
calls it, he proceeds to offer a 
few remarks, part of which he 
directs to the members of the 
Consociation. He concludes by 
an address to the peeple of his 
late charge. 

The appendix contains a long 
extract from a Disceurse om 
Christian Union by President 
Stiles, and the Articles of church 
discipline agreed upon at Say- 
brook, 1708. 

We now proceed to make an 
abstract of the Reply. This docu- 
ment, it will be remembered 








yas compiled by the Association 

Tolland county, the same 
body of clergy, who composed 
he clerical part of the ©onsocia- 


cr ion. The principal facts and 
rines arguments here embodied we 
been shall find it necessary to detail, 
ition, n order that our readers may 
the have the case fairly before them. 
Te After a few introductory para- 
rea. [eammeraphs, the Association lay out 
eed: the ground of their inquiries, by 
proposing a number of questions, 
2) which cannot be easily abridged, 
za and which we therefore quote at 
Sub. large. 
fon “The publication of the ‘‘State- 
Veen ment” has excited in the minds of 
Sons many the following inquiries, viz. 


Was there a Consociation in Tolland 
Countyin Apri!, 1811? Was the first 
church in Coventry a consiituent part 
of it? Was their pastor rightly con- 
sidered as belonging to the Conso- 
eiation? Had the church a right to 
refer to the Consociation the diffi 
culties between them and their pas 
tor? Viewing themselves as having 
this right, were they, nevertheless, 
as willing as he, to have these diffi- 
culties referred to some other mutual 
council? These inquiries the reader 
is desired to keep in view; and, if he 
judge it necessary, the following also, 
viz. Is it the duty of pastors and 
churches, united together by mutual 
consent, to treat heresy, when found 
in their body, as the Scripture directs? 
Ifso; must they judge for themselves 
what, according to Scripture, is her- 
esy?” Reply, p. 4. 


Many of ourreaders will doubt- 
less ask, What is a consociation, 
according to the laws of Connec- 
ticut?’ We must, therefore, di- 
gress a little for the sake of an- 
swering this very natural ques- 
tion. A consociation is a volun- 
tary union of neighboring minis- 
ters and churches, for the pur- 
pose of consultation and disci- 
§ pline, entered into at first in the 
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year 1708.or soon after, by most 
of the pastors and churches in 
Connecticut, and continued to 
the present day in all the 
churches who have once joined 
themselves to it. and have never 
expressly dissented for conscien- 
tious reasons. The history of 
this form of ecclesiastical goy- 
ernment is briefly this. For 
some years before the date above 
mentioned, the clergy of Connec- 
ticut generally were deeply im- 
pressed with the opinion, that 
some closer bend of union was 
necessary, than any then exist. 
ing. The venerable Hooker, 
about a week before his death, 
observed with great earnestness, 
“We must agree upon constant 
meetings of ministers, and settle 
the consociation of churches, or 
else we are undone.’’* As this 
opinion gained ground, among 
the laity as weil as the clergy, 
the legislature appointed a con- 
vention of the clergy and laity, 
by deleyation from the several 
counties, to meet for the purpose 
of uniting in certain great prin- 
ciples of fellowship and church 
discipline. This convention met 
at Saybrook, in Sept. 1708, and 
agreed upon certain articles, 
which are denominated the Say- 
brook Platform. These articles 
were approved, and ratified, by 
the legislature; and that body 
proceeded to “ordain that all the 
churches within this govern- 
ment, that are, or shall be, thus 
united in doctrine, worship, and 
discipline, be, and for the future 
shall be owned and acknowledg- 
ed, esiablished by law.” A pro- 
viso follows saving the rights of 
such churches as should “sober. 
ly differ or dissent from the 


* Trumbull’s Hist. Conn. p. 505. 
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united churches hereby estab- 
lished.”** The mode of the first 
organization of consociations is 
pointed out-in art. X. There has 
been some diversity of opinion 
with respect to the construction 
of this article. We cannot go 
into a particular examination of 
all its parts; but shall state what 
appear to us, (after a deliberate 
attention to the article itself, and 
to Dr. Trumbull’s history of 
those times,) to be its provisions. 
The article,then,in our apprehen- 
sion, provides, 1. That a conven- 
tionol thepastors and churches of 
each couniyshould be held,as soon 
as convenient, in order to form 
one or more consociations in each 
county. 2. That the pastors 
shouid atten! this convention in 
their persons, und the churches 
by their delegates, if they saw 
fir to send any. 3. That these 
eide:s and messengers, when 
thus formed into one or more 
consociations, and any future 
co sociation, might adjourn,from 
time to time, not exceeding one 
yeur from the time of their first 
assembling on a particular case. 
4. Thatall succeeding cousocia- 
tions, or councils, (for these 
words are used interchangeably) 
should be called by the modera- 
tor of the last preceding conso- 
ciation, or, in case of his death, 
by any two elders of the same 
conseciation. 5. That all these 
councils should prescribe such 
rules for transacting business, 
as they should deem needful. 
We now proceed to inquire, 
with the Association in ‘Jolland 
county, whether, in April F811, 
there was a consociation in that 
county. That consociations were 
regularly formed in the counties 


* Trumbull, p. 513, 514. 


to which the churches now j, 
Tolland county originally be. 
longed, is not disputed. Tollanq 
county was formed in 1785. ]y 
1790 a consociation was called, 
met, and acted, at Willingtoy, 
in that county. Four advocates, 
two on each side, appeared be. 
fore it, and no objection was 
made to its jurisdiction, or to 
the regularity of its formation. 
The first question seems there. 
fore settled in the affirmative. 

Does the first church in Coy. 
entry belong to the consociation’ 
There is record evidence which 
irresistibly implies, that this 
church belonged to the conso- 
ciation of Windham county, in 
1760. This church, also, by its 
pastor and a delegate formed a 
part of the consociation above- 
mentioned in 1790. There is 
not a particle of evidence, that 
the church ever “dissented from 
the united churches,” to use the 
words of the legislature. This 
question seems, therefore, at 
rest. 

Did Mr. A. belong to the con- 
sociation? Let us hear the Refly. 
Speaking of Mr. A. the Associa: 
tion affirm, 









































**He, and all the ministers excep' 
three, resident in the county in April 
lasi, have been ordained since the 
meeting of the Consociation at Wil- 
lington. All belunged, according to 
usage, to the Consociation. No one 
of \hem was formally inquired of, up- 
on his associating with a consociated 
body, and receiving the pastoral 
charge of a consociated church, 
whether he viewed himself as be- 
longing to Consociation. It be- 
longed to the individual formally, to 
“decline,” to manifest that he “‘differ- 
ed or dissented,” if such were his 
choice. The propriety of this is ad- 
mitted even by the ‘*Statement.” But 
no such act of his appears till after 
the complaint of his church. Buten 
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the contrary, in every thing by which 
his brethren, since 1790, expressed 
their *‘consent,” to be considered as 
of the Consociation, he conducted 
like them. 

‘‘He took charge of a consociated 
church,—succeeded a  consociated 
pastor, and joined the associated pas- 
tors, who in a formal manner voted, 
and enteréd it upon their records, 
that they formed their body according 
to the ‘‘general plan of ecclesiastical 
polity adopted in the Saybrook plate 
form.” This platform in the XIII 


‘article of church disc pline, says, 


‘The said associated pastors shall 
take notice of any among themselves 
that may be accused of scandal or 
heresy, unto or cognizable by them, 
examine the matter carefully, and if 
they find just occasion, shall direct 
tothe calling of the council, where 
such ofienders shall be duly proceed- 
ed against.” Notwithstanding which 
he did not follow the rule which he 
himself has sanctioned, he did not 
‘‘withdraw or dissent;” but continu- 
ed with the Association—wiéis ap- 
pointed and acted as Register of the 
same several years—and by appoint- 
ment, attended as a delegate tlie 
General Association, [ Art. AV. dis- 
cipline.] His brethren therefore con- 
sider themselves and him as having 
belonged to Consociation.” Reply,pp. 
10,11. 

Besides all this, Mr. A. acted 
as Scribe and Register of the 
Association, and twice attested a 
vote by which the church of 
Marlborough was added, on its 
Own application, to “the conso- 
clation of churches in Tolland 
county.” And yet, owing, as it 
would seem, to a strange forget- 
fulness, Mr. A. informs us, p. 13, 
that he has not done “a single 
act which expressed or implicd 
any connexion with any conso- 
ciated churches.’ The act which 
we have described, was neither 
more nor less than voting, as 
pastors of consociated churches, 
the admission of a church into 
the consociation. Mr. A. sat as 


one of those pastors, record- 
ed their vote as their scribe, 
gave a copy as their regis- 
ter, made no Protest, nor ob- 
jection, continued a member of 
the Association in Tolland coun- 
ty during his whole ministry, an 
Association which had expressly, 
by a recorded vote, received the 
Saybrook Platform; and he fur- 
ther voluntarily acted as the del- 
egate of the same Association to 
the General Association, which 
is entirely a creature ofthe Plat- 
form; and yet, ‘during all this 
time, he never consented to the 
Platform, nor did a single conso- 
ciational act.’ 

But admitting that Mr. A. had 
never consented to the Platform, 
in any other way than by settling 
in the ministry over a consociat- 
ed church, this is amply suffi- 
cient. It would seem to us an 
extreme anomaly, that a church 
should be subject to the regular 
course of discipline, and its pas- 
tor, without any express dissent, 
should possess an immunity from 
all liability to discipline what- 
ever. Besides, the proviso, quot- 
ed by Mr. A. p. 13, makes di- 
rectly against him, as it implies, 
(following, as it does, the gen- 
eral law of the land,) that those 
who “soberly differ or dissent 
from the uniied churches,” 
should make known their con- 
scientious dissent. It appears to 
us, that every Congregational 
minister, who is ordained in Con- 
necticut, does, at his ordination, 
implicitly subject himself to the 
discipline of the Platform, unless 
he expressly dissents from it, or 
is ordained over a church which 
has expressly dissented. The 
fact, that most of the consocia- 
tions now require the candidates, 
whom they ordain, to give their 
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express assent to the Platform, 
does not militate at all against 
our argument. Oaths of alle- 
giance are required in all civil 
governments. May we thence 
infer, that no allegiance is due, 
unless when an oath has been 
taken? On the contrary, every 
government justly claims the 
allegiance, cither temporary or 
perpetual, of every man residing 
within its jurisdiction. As to 
the complaint of Mr. A., there- 
fore, that an unlawful authority 
has been assumed over him, be- 
cause he had never consented to 
the Saybrook Platform, (even if 
it were true that he never had,) 
it is not less absurd, than if a 
man were to remove into Con- 
necticut, and, when prosecuted 
in a Civil court, were to exclaim, 
“IT never consented to the laws of 
Connecticut.”” In short, Mr. A. 
can be vindicated from the 
charge of prevarication in this 
business, only by supposing him 
to have been entirely ignorant of 
the natural language of his con- 
duct, and to have been altogether 
inattentive to the ecclesiastical 
laws of the state. 

There are two arguments a- 
gainst the existence of the con- 
sociation in Tolland county, 
which are brougit forward by 
Mr. A. with much confidence, 
and which, therefore, deserve to 
be noticed. 

First; the consociation has not 
been convened, In any manner, 
for more than twenty years. An- 
swer; it is not necessary that it 
should be convened unless when 
a difficuity exists, ‘which cannot 
be issued without cunsiderabie 
disquiet.”* If there should not 
be another consociation assem- 
bled in Tolland county for fifty 
years, one might still be assem- 

* Art. VII. of discipline. 


bled whenever occasion should 
require. 

Secondly; there have been 
twenty mutual councils, or more, 
in Tolland county, within twenty 
years. Answer; there have been 
twentv arbitrations In a certain 
county since there has been one 
suit before the county court, 
This fact proves, we sapposs, 
that there is no county court in 
that county. 

While we are examining this 
part of the subject, it 1s proper 
to state, that, as we understand, 
the consociated churches in dif- 
ferent parts of Connecticut have 
practised variously, with respect 
to the frequency of their holding 
consociations. There are some 
consociations, which meet once 
a year. Others meet only when 
the ordination of a minister 
within their limits, or some 
other special business calls. 
Others, still, meet only when 
some difficulty arises, (with res- 
pect to church fellowship or dis- 
cipline,) which cannot be prop- 
erly settled without their inter- 
position. Now it is manifest 
to us, that the Platform does not 
require the consociations to con- 
vene in any case except the lat- 
ter, though it undoubtedly admits 
of their convention in other cases. 
These three modes of practice 
scem consonant to the articles of 
discipline in the Platform. That 
we are correct in this opinion 
will appear from the following 
passages in the Articles. 

Art. III. “That all cases of 
scandal, that fall out within the 
circuit of any of the aforesaid 
consociations shall be brought to 
a council of the elders, and also 
messengers of the churches 
within the said circuit, &c.” 

Art. VII. “That in case any 
difficulties shall arise in any of 
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he churchesin this colony,which 
annot be issued without consid- 
rable disquiet, that church in 
which they arise, (or that minis- 
er or member aggrieved by 
them,) shall apply themseives to 
the council of the consociated 
churches of the circuit to which 


® the said church belongs, &c.?? 


Art. XIII. “That the said asso- 
ciated pastors shall take notice of 
any among themselves that maybe 
accused of scandal or heresy,&c.” 

The practice in Tolland coun- 
ty has been, to dispense with the 
calling of the consociation, in all 
cases where the pastors could 
agree upon a tribunal, and the 
difficulty could be thus amicably 
terminated. In other cases, the 
consociation has been convened. 

Should we be asked, which of 
the three modes of practice 
above specified is the most prop- 
er, we should be disposed to re- 
fer the question to the wisdom 
of the Connecticut clergy to de- 
cide; though it does appear to 
us that Srotherly love, union, and 
harmony would be promoted by 
a freguent convention of the pas- 
tors and churches in consociation. 

_ Let us now attend to the ques- 
tion, whether a mutual council 
was refused to Mr. A.2. And here 
let us remark, that if it should 
appear, In this examination, that 
Mr. A. has omitted, in his Staze- 
ment, facts which were absolute- 
ly necessary to be known, in or- 
der to form a just opinion on the 
Subject, we, surely, are not to 
blame for that. If it should, also, 
appear, that Mr. A. has made an 
assertion reflecting highly upon 
a majority of the church com- 
mittee, which assertion is not 
oniy unsupported by any fact 
Stated by him, but flatly contra- 
dicted by a multitude of facts 


produced by them, we, surely, 
are not to blame for that. 

The Association proceed to 
state, in their Refily, that the 
first church in Coveniry, with the 
churches in New England gen- 
erally, were believers in the doc- 
trine of the sacred Trinity; that 
they considered this doctrine as 
fundamental; and that they re- 
ceived Mr. A., their pastor, as 
believing it. Hence the Asso- 
ciation infer, that if Mr. A. was 
not a believer in this doctrine, 
at the time of his ordination, he 
should have frankly said so. If 
he afterwards changed his opin- 
ion, however conscientiously, the 
church were entitled to relief; 
for they conscientiously adhered 
to their former opinion. 

Here let us observe, that ac- 
cording to a certain liberal dog- 
ma, and a very popular one too, 
the church was the party ag- 
grieved, and the only party en- 
titled to relief. The dogma is 
this, Zhat resfecting froints on 
which great and good men have 
differed,no person ought to be con- 
fident that heis right. The popu- 
lar inference from this dogma 
is, that all parties which can 
muster on their side wise and 
rood men, (or men whom they 
call wise and good,) are equally 
likely to be right, and of course 
equally likely to be wrong. On 
this liberal plan, Mr. A. might 
chance to be right, (for it is liter- 
ally a question of chance, and not a 
question of frvti,) or he might 
be wrong. As it is impossible, on 
this scheme, that any mortal 
man should know which party is 
right, it seems not only fair, but 
necessary, that the party, who 

has altered his religious opinions, 
so that union and harmony are 
uvattainable, should be considér- 
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ed as offering just matter of 
grievance to his brethren. But 
Jet us return to the narrative of 
facts. | 

The Association avail them- 
selves of a Statement of Facts by 
the Church, from which we quote 
the two first paragraphs: 


‘‘For several years after Mr. Abbot 
was settled in the first society in Cov- 
entry, there was a general quietude 
among the people respecting him. In 
his preaching he dwelt much on mor- 
ality. When he dwelt on doctrines 
his discourses were inexplicit. They 
were particularly so respecting the 
character of Christ, and the work of 
redemption. He recited Scripture 
passages, which taken literally, and 
as generally undestood, prove the 
divinity and atonement of Christ. 
These were passed without explana- 
tion. The people indulged not a 
doubt, but that he understood them 
as they are generally understood by 
divines and Christians. His morality 
of life, and pleasant deportment, ope- 
rated in no small degree to prevent 
suspicion. 

‘““Asearly as about five years pre- 
vious to his dismission, some noticed 
that he never clearly and decidedly 
taught these doctrines. This omis- 
sion, with several other concurrent 
circumstances, excited in their minds 
strong apprehensions, that he disbe- 
lieved them. They embraced oppor- 
tunities with him to make the inquiry. 
To their inexpressible grief they 
found,that what they had apprehended 
was real. They cadeavored earnest- 
ly, first in private, afterwards two or 
three brethren in company, to con- 
vince and reclaim him. Eventually 
the church, as a body, used their 
earnest endeavors to reclaim their 
pastor from crrors which they consid. 
ered extremely dangerous to him, 
greatly exposing others who might 
be led into the same by his instru- 
mentality, and at the same time high- 
ly dishonorable aad offensive to the 
greatHead of the church.” Repfy, p.15. 


Such was Mr. A.’s manner of 
preaching, that for more than 
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two years after his sentimen, 
became the subject of publi 
conversation, the people in gep. 
eral supposed him to agree with 
other ministers in the vicinity, 
respecting the character and a. 
tonement of Christ. The church 
then urged him to be explicit, 
Probably some may be disposed 
to view this as a singular request, 
Itseems,however,that the church 
in Coventry are not yet ready to 
acquiesce in such a course of 
professed instruction from the 
pulpit, as permits the audience 
to remain profoundly ignorant 
of what the preacher believes 
concerning the great doctrines 
of the Gospel. 

Soon after this request, Mr. A, 
“delivered several discourses 
which scemed to produce gen- 
eral conviction, that he disbeliey- 
ed Christ’s divinity and atone- 
ment.” The church employed 
their solicitous efforts to reclaim 
their pastor, “by prayer, by con- 
versation, by adducing texts of 
Scripture, by furnishing books 
well chosen for the purpose.” 
They asked the advice of the 
Association of which Mr. A. was 
a member, and followed the ad- 
vice which was offered, in apply- 
ing forthe consociation. When 
it was found, that the society 
would not unite in referring the 
difficulties to the consocilation, 
but would unite in a muiual 
council, the church voted, “That 
we will unite with the Rev. Abiel 
Abbot, our pastor, and the soci- 
ety, in choosing and calling a 
mutual council, to consider and 
decide on the difficu|ties subsist 
ing between us and him, provid- 
ed we shal! be able to agree with 
him and the society on the 
churches from which such coun- 
cil shall be cailed.’ Mr, A: 
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quotes this proviso in italics, as 
‘f it contained something re- 
markable. The only fault, which 
can be found with the proviso, 
is, that it is needless. We con- 
sider it a venial fault, however, 
to add, through abundant caution, 
two needless lines to a church 
yote. Whoever heard of a mu- 
tual council, in the convocation 
of which the parties could not 
agree on the churches from 
which it should be called? Did 
Mr. A. wish for such a mutual 
council? It seems he did; for not 
being able to agree with the 
church with respect to all the 
council, he appears to take it for 
granted that he had aright to se- 
lect a majority, whether the 
church were satisfied or not. 
This is our comment. Let the 
facts speak for themselves. 

He refused a council like the 
one which ordained him. He 
refused a council from the coun- 
ty of Tolland, and from the state 
ofConnecticut. Further, 


‘Another method was tried. By 
him and them it was agreed, that 
seven pastors with their delegates 
would be a suitable number to com- 
pose the council. The parties then 
proceeded to nominate alternately, 
tilleach had nominated six pastors, 
any three of whom might be selected 
for the council. The next thing at- 
tempted was to agree on the odd or 
seventh man. One or two were pro- 
posed by the committee,against whom 
he objected. They signified to him, 
that the number was very great whom 
they could name, any one of whom 
would be agreeable to them, and re- 
quested him to name some one who 
would be agreeable to him, and who 
he had reason to think would be so 
to them, Having yet,nominated none 
but those who resided in Massachu- 
Setts, and at a great distarfce; men of 
whom the committee either possess- 
edno knowledge, or respecting whom 
the knowledge they did possess af- 
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forded reason to apprehend, that they 
were disbelievers in the doctrine of 
the Trinity; he was inquired of wheth- 
er he could not mention some one in 
the state of Connecticut, or if not in 
the state of Connecticut, some one 
out of it with whom the committee 
were acquainted, and whom he and 
they had reason to consider as a be- 
liever in this doctrine. To this he 
was repeatedly urged. But no per- 
son, whose attendance Mr. Abbot 
considered in any degree probable, 
was named by him to fill the place of 
the seventh member of the council, 
whom the committee -had reason to 
consider as a believer in Christ’s di- 
vinity. 

The time having elapsed and no 
agreement having been completed, 
the committee proposed another 
meeting for the same purpose for 
which this had been attended. To 
this proposal he assented. The-sec- 
ond meeting was attended; but nei- 
ther party being disposed to relin- 
quish former ground, no agreement 
could be effected. He seemed will- 
ing to submit the case to 4 council of 
even numbers, one half consisting of 
such men as he had named. But 2 
majority of the committee considered 
such a council wholly improper.* 
Reply, pp. 18, 19. 


The reader will be astonished, 
after reading these extracts, to 
turn back and read in Mr. A.’s 
Statement, p. 9, as follows: “In- 
deed it must not be disguised,they 
(a majority of the church com- 
mittee) still determined, that no 
council should sit, in the conven- 
tion of which their pastor should 
have voice or influence.” Was 
it, then, no “voice or influence,” 
to select three men out of six, 
and to have the whole clergy of 
Connecticut, and hundreds in the 
neighboring states, out of whom 
to select the seventh? If so, how 
much influence would his church 
have had, if they had acceded to 
his proposal, and taken a seventh 


man from the small number af 


17 





ee 


eS 


a te meng 
s > . 


§ 
M 
: 
/ 
’ 
| 




















ro Review of Mr. Abbot's Pamphlet, &c. Ave. 


antitrinitarian clergy whom he 
nominated? It was, indeed, in the 
highest degree absurd for Mr. 
A. even to-ask his church, that 
he might be tried for an alleged 
delinquency, by persons whom 
his church supposed to be in the 
same degree delinquent as him- 
self. It makes no odds, as to 
the absurdity of the case, whether 
he was really delinquent; or not; 
his church supposed him to 
be so. 

We ask, here, what possible 
objection could Mr. A. have had 
to all the clergy of Connecticut, 
éxcept on account of the doc- 
trines which he supposed them 
to maintain? And what possible 
predilection could he have had 
for a certain class of clergy, in 
Massachusetts, except on ac- 
count of doctrines which he sup- 
posed them to maintain? How 
came it to pass, then, that in the 
selection of the second council, 
where he was left perfectly free 
to chouse for himself, he should 
have fallen upon men, as to a 
majority of whom he had ‘NO 
knowledge of their opinion with 
respect to his religious senti- 
ments or particular difficulties?’ 

Mr. A. states, p. 26, that after 
the public hearing before the 
consociation, and during their 
recess, he again proposed a mu- 
tual council, and that “this last 
conciliatory effort also failed of 
success.” Let us hear what this 
conciliatory effort was; for Mr. 
A. does not enter iato particulars. 
The Refly states, p. 21, that on 
receiving this proposal, the 
brethren inquired ot Mr. A. 
“whether they were to under- 
stand him as proposing a council 
different from that in which he 
had before consented to unite. 
fe answered in the negative.” 


‘in the civil courts of Connecticut: 


From the preceding extracts an¢ 
remarks we trust it appears, tha, 
so far from refusing a mutual 
council, the church yielded, 
at least as muchas Mr. A,, fo 
the purpose of obtaining one? 
But what right had Mr. A, jo 
demand a mutual council. None 
at all, if he belonged to the con 
sociation. That was a regula 
tribunal, erected before he, or, 
single member of his church, 
was born, and which, on many 
accounts, would be more likely 
to be truly impartial than any 
other tribunal which he and his 
church would elect, in the miést 
of their difficulties. Indeed, the 
first and third grounds of his 
protest, unless he had been able 
to make good his second, are al- 
together irrelevant to his case. 
If he belonged to the consocia- 
tion, he could neither insist upon 
a mutual council, nor deny the 
authority of councils in matters 
of faith. The Platform, art. XII], 
makes it the duty of ‘the said 
associated pastors to take notice 
of any among themselves that 
may be accused of scandal or 
heresy, &c.’ No provision is 
made for mutual councils; nor 
are parties in any way hinder- 
ed from electing them. When 
either party is averse, the other 
has no right to demand sucha 
council. It is a case nearly re 
sembling that which occurs daily, 

















The parties in a’ suit may wave 
the trial by jury, and refer the 
facts in their case to the court 
but if either party chooses not t? 
take this course, the question 0 
fact must go to the jury. Mr. 
A.’s contreversy with his church 
might have been referred by 
consent to any tribunal mutually 
agreed upon, just as suits at law 
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are taken from the regular courts 
and referred to arbitrators. 

Mr. A. had ceftainly no fecul- 
jar claims to have a mutual coun- 
cil. He settled over the church 
in Coventry as a believer in the 
doctrine. of the Trinity. The 
church received him, the coun- 
cil ordained him, as such. It 
turns out, that he is not, and pos- 
sibly never has been, a believer 
in this doctrine. When his re- 
Jigious opiniens are called in 
question, he demands such a 
council as will either come to a 
result in his favor, or to no re- 
sult at all; even if all the allega- 
tions of his church should be 
true. But which is the aggriev- 
ed party? Have the church de- 
parted from their creed? Have 
they broken covenant with their 
pastor? What have they done? 
They are disciplining Mr. A. 
for departing from the faith 
which he professed at the time 
of his settlement, and which they 
viewed him as _ obliged to main- 
tain, by the vows of God which 
were upon him. If there be any 
precedence, then, in electing a 
council, who shall have it? Let 
the common principles of equity 
decide. 

Mr. A. seems to take it for 
granted, that ‘the offer of a mu- 
tual council is essential to equi- 
ty.” Statement, pp. 7, 8. No 
assertion can be more fallacious 
than this; and Mr. A.’s reasoning 
upon it is utterly inconclusive. 
We will venture to assert, that 
no tribunals in the world are so 
likely to be partial, as those 
Which are called impartial mu- 
tual councils, especially in cases 
of great interest, which involve 
party questions. And most cases 
of extensive importance will be 
made party questions by one side, 


or the other, or both. Whether 
the matter in dispute regards 
doctrine, discipline, or morals, 
each party will select such men 
as he supposes agree in opinion 
with himself; and thus the coun- 
cil will be equally divided, or 
nearly so, with respect to the 
very substance of the case, on 
which they are to give their 
judgment. Thus, in secular 
affairs, it has beey always found, 
that arbitrations have been less 
favorable to justice, than the de- 
cisions of the regular courts of 
law. What would be the result, 
if a violent political dispute were 
attempted to be settled by a coune 
cil composed of an equal number 
of vehement political champions 
on each side? Men are liable to 
human passions, in religion, as 
well as in politics. The expe- 
rience of ages will show, that 
those tribunals are the most ime 
partial, in the constitution of 
which the parties have the least 
influence. We could give ma- 
ny substantial reasons why they 
are so, but our limits forbid. 
After being unable to unite in 
a mutual council to try Mr. A., 
the church offered to unite in 
such a council to dissolve the 
pastoral connexion between him 
and his people; as we before 
stated. This offer was frustrat- 
ed by the society. In making it, 
we are decidedly of opinion that 
the church yielded too far. They 
ought not to have consented that 
Mr. A- should be dismissed 
without being called to account 
for his doctrines. We impute. 
their error in this respect to a 
love of peace; but an error it cere 
tainly was, in our opinion. 
What reason, then, has Mr. A. 
to denominate the consociation 


“a council essentially ex fartes® 
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and to argue as if that body were 
elected, created, and convened, 
by the sole agency of the church; 
when the consociation was form- 
ed a century ago, for the express 
purpose of deciding in contro- 
versies like this, and when the 
church had just as much influ- 
ence in fixing upon the members 
who should compose the tribu- 
nal, as Mr. A. himself had, that 
is, no influence at all? If a man 
were brought regularly before 
the Supreme Judicial Court of 
Massachusetts in an action of 
slander, it would doubtless be 
thought very absurd for him to 
raise a loud cry of persecution 
and intolerance, on the assump- 
tion that a mutual arbitration had 
not been offered him, and that 
he was dragged before an ex 
jarte tribunal. We do not see 
that Mr. A.’s conduct is less ab- 
surd. 

It is strongly objected to the 
doings of the consociation by 
Mr. A., that the charges against 
him are negative. A very natu- 
ural reason can be assigned for 
this. His faults, as a Gospel 
minister, were chiefly of the 
negative kind. On first reading 
this part of the Statement, we 
were of opinion, that, in point of 
form, it would have been better 
for the church to have expressed 
their charges in a positive man- 
ner; and that instead of alleging, 
that the Rev. A. A. “does neither 
preach nor believe, &c.”’ it would 
have been more proper to allege, 
that the Rev. A. A. Aath neglect- 
ed to frreach, and hath afforded 
evidence that he doth not believe, 
&c. But on reflection, and on 
reading the Refily, we are con- 
vinced, that the negative form of 
expressing the charges is not 


less proper than the other, ang 
is more scriptural. 


‘*When in courtof lawa mani 
charged with a breach of covenant in 
not performing what he had covenant. 
ed, is the complaint ever ruled oy: 
upon the ground of its being negative? 

‘*‘But let us refer to the word of 
God. Not to know God, and nor to 
obey the Gospel of Jesus Christ, ar 
sins of a negative kind. Yet such 
are threatened with divine vengeance, 
2 Thess. i, 8. Even the term atheist 
is negative. 

‘Again. **That all men should hon. 
or the Son even as they honor the 
Father. He that honoreth not the 
Son honoreth not the Father. He that 
believeth not God hath made him 
liar, REcAvSE he believeth not the 
record that God gave of his Son.” 

“Again. See 2 John 10, 11 verses, 
‘If there come any unto you and bring 
not this doctrine, receive him not into 
your house, neither bid him God 
speed: for he that biddeth him God 
speed is partaker of his evil deeds.” 

‘*Suppose such a teacher had come. 
‘The elect lady and her children,’ 

warned by the apostle, would have 
rejected him. But might he not, with 
propriety, according to the tenor of 
the above objection about negatives, 
have said, ‘What have I done?’ The 
reply would have been, ‘You bring 
not the doctrine of Christ, and we 
would not be partakers of your evil 
deeds.’ And the teacher might still 
have rejoined, ‘Deeds! to what deeds 
do you refer? You state nothing but 
a negation of deeds.’ Let the reader, 
however, comment for himself, upon 
this passage from 2 John. We believe 
he will be satisfied that it obviates 
the abuve objection about negatives: 
even if another objection should be 
raised upon the ground of a differ- 
ence between deeds and facts.” Reply, 
pp. 26, 27. 

































If Mr. A. had been charged 
with not believing in the exist- 
ence of God, would he have ob- 
jected to the charge on the 
ground of its being negative? I 
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so, how would he reduce it tea 
positive form? be 

Suppose a military officer were 
accused of not having obeyed 
his superior, in a specified in- 
stance, would he be able to evade 
the charge, on the plea urged by 
Mr. A? If he would, it would 
be a mere evasion, and one which 
would do little credit to his frank- 
ness, or his understanding. In 
short, every charge of a failure 
in duty, is substantially a nega- 
tive charge, although by much 
circumlocution it may receive a 
positive form. A vast multitude 
of declarations, in suits at law, 
bring the whole charge in the 
negative form. Mr. A. has ut- 
terly mistaken the maxim, that 
no man is obliged to prove a 
negative. If it has any applica- 
tion to his case, it is in a manner 
entirely different from that in 
which he understands it; a man- 
ner which would have afforded 
him no relief, as could be easily 
shewn. 

Mr. A. further says, as to the 
latter charge, which concludes 
in the positive form, that “this 
was a point, the direct proof of 
which they were not inclined to 
undertake.” Statement, p. 82._Is 
he authorized to say this? The 
church committee stated, to be 
sure, that on this point “they 
had no evidence to produce, other 
than had appeared on the other 
charges.” Does Mr. A. suppose 
itto be impossible to prove two 
charges by the same evidence? 
For ourselves, we think Mr. A.’s 
pamphlet furnishes good evi- 
dence that al/ the charges were 
proved. The evidence is this, 
that the consociation voted, that 
each article separately taken, 
was proved; and then the general 
yvestion was put, upon which 


the vote was unanimous. Now 
it so happens, that the consocia- 
tion was composed of men who 
do not act ignorantly or rashly. 
We confide in their decision, 
for the same reason that we 
should believe the verdict of a 
jury, composed of cool, dispas- 
sionate, intelligent men, empan- 
nelled to try a case of great pub- 
lic and private importance. 

Mr. A.’s third ground of pro- 
test, “that councils have mo au- 
thority in matters of faith,” p. 14, 
seems to be changed, p. 35, into 
a denial, “that councils have au- 
thority to decide in matters of 
faith beyond what sacred Scrip- 
ture decides.” We sincerely wish 
he had told us on which of these 
positions he meant to rely; for 
they seem to us not perfectly 
identical. So different are they, 
that while we can by no means 
unite with him in asserting the 
first, we most cordially agree 
with him in denying the second. 
His arguments seem principally 
calculated for the second; and 
the great misfortune seems to 
be, that they have no relation to 
the case, into the service of which 
they are impressed. Who pre- 
tends that the Scriptures are nor 


a sufficient rule of faith and prac- © 


tice? or that councils have au- 
thority Jeyond what the Scrip- 
tures decide? 

To those who are doubtful on 
the general question, Whether 
councils have any authority in 
matters of faith? we recommend 
the perusal of the very excellent 
little treatise of Dr. Watts, On 
Christian Communion, lately pub- 
lished, in which principles es- 
sentially connected with the de- 
cision of this question are very 
ably illustrated. 

In the mean time, we are de- 
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sirous to know, whether there is, 
or is not, such a thing as disci- 
pline in the Christian church? 
{f there is, in what cases is it to 
be exercised? Never with res- 
pect to opinions, or doctrines, 
say our liberal brethren, but on- 
ly in cases of bad practice. Let 
us state a Case, or two. 

You are a liberal minister, and 
you admit A. B. to your church 
on a profession that he believes 
the Bible to be the word of God, 
and the only rule of faith and 
practice. Beyond this, none who 
assume the name of Christians 
have ventured to go. After a 
while, A. B. denies that the 
Scriptures are the word of God, 
or any rule of faith and practice; 
yet his external deportment, in 
other respects, is, we will sup- 
pose, unexceptionable. He uses 
what he calls his liberty of con- 
science in defending and propa- 
gating his opinions. What shall 
be done with him? Discipline 
him? Churches have no authority 
in matters of faith. <A. B.’s “life 
is in the right.” Must he then 
remain, and be cherished in the 
bosom of the church, and come, 
if he pleases, to the sacramental 
table as a Christian? Perhaps 
there are some professed minis- 
ters of the Gospel who will not 
revolt at this; but we cannot be- 
lieve there are many. Yet we 
are not enlightened enough to 
see, that it is nota fair and legit- 
imate consequence of the prin- 
ciple laid down by Mr. A., in the 
outset, and so zealously defend- 
ed by those who side with him. 

Let us next consider a case of 
misconduct. And here we will 
not take a case, which can be de- 
nominated extreme; but one 
which has occurred, in a vast 
multitude of instances, in many 
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parts of Christendom; though no, 
in this country. A minister 9 
the Gospel preaches regularly oy 
the Sabbath; but in the interyg 
of worship, and after divine sep. 
vice is over, he makes that holy 
day a day of recreation, feasting, 
and merriment. He gives anq 
receives invitations to. sumptu. 
ous dinners, and,’ when the 
weather is fine, rides out a hun, 
ing, or takes a game at ball; o7, 
if the weather is bad, he joins jy 
a game at whist. His church 
feel aggrieved. They try tore. 
claim himbut in vain. He pre. 
tends to justify himself by Scrip. 
ture, and makes a learned argu. 
ment to prove that the strictness 
of the Jewish Sabbath is done 
away, and that under the Chris. 
tian dispensation, a greater lati- 
tude may be taken, than is suff. 
cient to exculpate Azim from all 
blame. The difficulty increas. 
ing, he demands a mutual coun- 
cil. Let us suppose, that he fails 
of getting the gdd man on his 
side, and that a majority of the 
council, finding him guilty and 
incorrigible, proceed to depose 
him from office. He then raises 
a loud cry of intolerance. He 
says, and says truly, that the Sab- 
bath is a scriptural institution; 
that it would be impious for men 
to undertake to add to its sancti 
ty; that every man must inter- 
pret the Scriptures for himself; 
that no man has a right to lord it 
over another man’s conscience; 
and concludes by affirming, that 
he had done what he conscien- 
tiously believed to be right. If 
the odd man of his mutual coun- 
cil should be in his favor, the 
council would probably decide, 
that the degree of sanctity, t0 
which the Sabbath is entitled, !s 
a matter of doctrine, concerning 
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which every man ought to be 
fully persuaded in his own mind. 
They might add, in imitation of 
the second council at Coventry, 
that, ‘although they did not con- 
sider themselves authorized by 
the great Head of the Church 
to pronounce on any man’s faith, 
yet as their accused brother had 
made a written declaration con- 
taining the fourth command- 
ment, and sundry other passages 
of Scripture relative to the Sab- 
bath,’ and containing, also, an ‘ac- 
knowledgment of the Scriptures 
as divine truth,’ they ‘believed 


him sincere in making that de- 


claration, and that it ought to be 
satisfactory.” They might state, 
that ‘they were persuaded his in- 
quiries had been made in the 
love of truth, and his sentiments 
communicated in the spirit of a 
Christian; and that they would 
not set at nought their brother 
for the exersise of the liberty 
wherewith Christ hath made us 
free.* We might state many 
cases‘ of flagrant immorality, 
where the same reasoning would 
apply. So the common place 
declamation about departing 
from the words of Scripture, 
might apply just as well to cases 
of immorality, as to cases of 
heresy. A church member is 
complained of, tried by the 
church and found guilty of em- 
bezzling money, and smuggling 
goods. He immediately raises 
a violent clamor about ecclesias- 
tical domination, usurped au- 
thority, &e. He complains sad- 
ly, that the church had condemn- 
ed him for crimes not forbidden 
in Scripture, and that the words 
embezzle and smuggle are not 
used once in the sacred Volume. 


rs 
” See the result of the second coun- 
“i, in Mr, A’s Statement, p. 45. 


We should be glad to be in- 
formed, whether every case of 
immorality will net present a 
a difficulty arising from some 
doctrinal point, and open a wide 
field for biblical criticism, in 
these days of learning and wis- 
dom. Do not men differ in 
their definitions of virtue and 
vicef—in their views of the 
boundaries, extent, and even the 
very nature, of all the virtues 
and crimes? In every possible 
case, then, doctrine must come 
in question. Ifa man be charg- 
ed with fraud, the question in- 
stantly occurs, What is fraud? 
and does the charge stated come 
within the definition? This in- 
quiry is doctrinal, and; must be 
settled entirely by a reference 
to Scripture. No church, then, 
under heaven can ever exercise 
a single act of discipline, with- 
out deciding a case of doctrine. 
And is there any more difficulty 
in decidingjas to the'fundamental 
doctrines of faith, than as to the 
fundamental doctrines of moral- 
ity? Let the perpetual clashing 
of casuists enlighten those, who 
are in the dark on this subject. 

The doctrines of morality are 
as well to be defined, discussed, 
and believed as other doctrines of 
the Bible. They must be deliev- 
ed, or how can they be frractised. 
There is a right faith, and a 
wrong faith, as certainly with re- 
spect to the doctrines denomi- 
nated moral, as any other. Has 
a church any right to exercise 
authority in matters of faith? No, 
say our liberal brethren; and 
of course they must allow 
every man to act consistently 
with his faith; unless they 
will be chargeable with the 


monstrous absurdity of holding, 


that aman may be justifiable i» 
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forming a certain rule of conduct 
from Scripture, and yet guilty 
the moment he acts according 
to this very rule. Achurch- 
member becomes satisfactorily 
persuaded i in his own mind, that 
the unequal possession of prop- 
erty is a great evil, and contrary 
to the practice of the primitive 
churches, as well as forbidden in 
Scripture; and that it is the du- 
ty of every man to attempt an 
immediate equalization of prop- 
erty. In this persuasion, he 
‘seizes a large portion of his rich 
brother’s wealth, and appropri- 
ates it to the use of himself and 
his necessitous brethren. What 
shall be done by the church to 
which he belongs? For his opin- 
ions he cannot be disciplined; 
for who is the arbiter of another 
man’s faith? No; but he shall 
be disciplined for his actions, 
for his tresfiass. - Indeed! Who 
says itéstrespass? The church. 
Who constituted them the arbi- 
ter’s of a man’s conscientious 
opinions? He believed that it 
was no trespass, but a lawful 
and commendable act. Aye; but 
he believed wrong. Who says 
this? What right have you to 
lord it over another man’s con- 
science? Has not your brother 
the same right to Christian lib- 
erty of opinion as you have? If 
you condemn him, you do it for 
acting agreeably to the dictates 
of his own conscience; and this 
is directly opposed to the grand 
principles of the Reformation. 
It is notorious, that men may 
plead the rights of conscience, 
and may be sincere in their pre- 
tensions, while perpetrating the 
most atrocious wickedness. Our 
Savior told his disciples, that the 
time would come when those 
who killed them, would think 


.A., and that part of the society 


they were doing God service. 
Ravilliac, who assassinated Hep. 
ry IV, was beyond all. reasona. 
able question, conscientious; and 
the late Bellingham professed ty 
be perfectly justifiable in mur. 
dering Mr. Perceval. In this 
profession he persevered to the 
last, and probably the poor de. 
luded man was very sincere, 
Were Ravilliac and Bellingham 
martyrs to their attachment to 
the freedom of opinion? 

We challenge any man to 
point out a consistent stopping 
place for the principles of Mr, 
A.’s plea, and the arguments 
used by the second council in 
their result, till they arrive at 
this most tremenduous conclu- 
sion, THAT EVERY MAN HAS 4 
RIGHT TO DO WHAT SEEMETH 
GOOD IN HIS OWN EYES. 

We hasten to a brief consid: 
eration of the extraordinary re- 
sult of the second council. Be 
it remembered, that this coun- 
cil was summoned only by Mr. 






















who adherred to him, and was 
therefore, in the strictest sense, 
ex frarte. Indeed, so firmly 
had it taken possession of Mr. 
A.’s mind, that he was the sole 
agent in convening this council, 
that, in the account which he 
gives of the selection of mem- 
bers to compose it, he seems ut- 
terly to forget that the society 
had any hand in the business, 
and writes a very smooth apolo- 
gy for himself only. “In this 
measure,’ ’ says he, “Zam author- 
ized, &c.” These facts I detail 
to render known my solicitude,” 
&c. Mr. <A.’s account of his 
council is, to those who are well 
acquainted with the circumstaD- 
ces of the case, ina high degree 
ludicrous. ‘The selection 9 
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elders to compose this council, F 


says he, “I trust will meet with 


eneral approbation. That they 
might be men feeling no degree 
ef prejudice and subjected to no 
degree of improper influence in 
the case, they were selected 
from churches without the coun- 
ty. and without the state.”” We 
confess this to be a new mode 
of proving a council to be im- 
partial; but itis a very conve- 
nient mode; and on this plana 
minister must be a bungler in- 
deed if he is not able to select a 
council from the whole circuit 
of the United States, which shal 
be composed of men who will 
agree with him in opinion, and, 
therefore, will be in the highest 
degree impartial We should 
like to know, whether it js re- 
moteness of resklence = alone 
which makes a man impartial, 
and whether the impartiality in- 
creases In porportion to the dis- 
tance; or whether there is acer- 
tain foeus, in which all the rays 
of intelligence and wisdom are 
coilected, and in which the hu- 
man mind is “subjected to no de- 
gree of improper influence.” 
Weare rather inclined to sup- 
pose the latter to be the case, as 
we have. observed fer several 
years past, that when a libveral 
minister is to be ordained in the 
larthest parts of Vermont, for in- 
stance, he finds it necessary to 
summon an Impartial council 
from the same region, in which 
Mr. A. was so successful in 
choosing his council. If we 
are rightin this supposition, Mr. 
A. has stated a very useless cir- 
cumstance, in saying that the ‘el- 
ders to compose. this council 
were selected from churches 
Without the county and without 
the State;’ and we do verily be- 

You. V. New Serics.. 
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lieve, that the same elders would 
have been quite as impartial in 
the case of any liberal brother, 
though he might reside in their 
own counties, and their own 
state. Hf this be the fact, ir 
ought to be generally known, 
and, in the presumption that we 
are not mistaken, we hereby de- 
clare, for the benefit of any lib- 
eral minister or liberal brother, 
who may wish for an impartial 
council to decide in his favor 
that there are certain limits, 


“Ouos ultra citrague megui 
cons?stere rectum;” 


And in plain English, tha: 
there isa certain circle In Mas- 
sachusetts, within which afi 
the impartiality, intelligence. 
and wisdom of the United States 
are confined. But if, contrary 
to our decided opinion, distance 
alone should be found to consti- 
tute impartiality, it is a pity this 
discovery had not been sooner 
made and more readily adopted. 
as it might have been of great 
use in the late ecclesiastical dif- 
ficulties in Dorchester. If the 
parties in these difficulties had 
chosen men to compose theit 
first council “from without the 
county and without the state,” 
from Connecticut for instance, 
it seems they would have had 
an impartial decision, and would 
have been saved from further 
trouble. 

But the advantege of distance 
is not the only reccommendation 
to our confidence, urged by Mr. 
A.in favor of his council. Most 
of the ministers had received 
‘university honors, &c.&ct. We 
have observed that Episcopail- 
anc in England, pay little defer- 
ence, even to one of their bish- 
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ops, if they find him reasoning 
absurdly and foolishly. It is not, 
therefore, to be expected of us 
republicans, that we should yield 
to arguments, though advanced 
by doctors of divinity, if the pre- 
mises and conclusions wage an 
open and irreconcilable war. 
With all our respect for “the 
highest honors of the universi- 
ties,” (and we certainly feel as 
much respect for them as we 
can,) this would be requiring too 
much. But let us proceed to 
examine the result of the coun- 
cil; perhaps this document may 
give us juster views of the talents 
of its authors, than any diploma 
could do. 

Mr. A. calls his council 2 mu- 
tual council; and the council 
seem totake upon themselves 
airs, as though they sustained 
that character, when they speak 
of the ‘farties at whose instance 
they were convened.’ We had 
always supposed, that a mutual 
council, convened to settle diffi- 
culties arising entirely from dis- 
agreement of ofiinion, must of 
course be agreed upon by the 
parties atvariance. And we are 
happy to find, that the Rev. Dr. 
Osgood is of the same opinion. 
In his letter to Mr. A., he says, 
«I sincerely sympathize with you 
under your difficulties, but as 
those difficulties appear to have 
been enhanced by an ex parte 
council already,* it seems doubt- 
ful whether they can be remov- 
ed by another of the same gener- 
al nature. If it be urged, that 
the influence of the second ma 
counterbalance that of the first; 
yet if in reason and equity there 
be no weight in either, what 

* The doctor had probably been in 


formed, that the consociation was an- 
ex Parte council, 


occasion can there be for the 
balance. For myself I have lit. 
tle faith in or respect for eccle. 
siastical councils;t I have long 
thought them unauthorized in 
Scripture, and for the most part 
worse than useless, excepting as 
mere referees or arbiters, mutu- 
ally chosen by parties at variance, 
for settling theirdisputes. If they 
be not thus chosen by both parties, 
I know not what prospect there 
can be of any salutary effect, 
Ex parte councils may succeed 
each other ad infinitum without 
the least hope of effecting an ac- 
commodation.”” Statement, pp. 
38,39. The second council was, 
beyond all question, ex parte; as 
no offer whatever was made to 
the church to unite in convening 
it, and as the church never con- 
sented to it, nor appeared before 
it. Ifthe church had erred in 
calling an ex parte council, the 
decisions of which were nugato- 
ry, there was the greater reason 
that Mr. A. should not commit 
the same irregularity. He, ac. 
cording to his own principles, 
should have distinctly offered 
them a second council in the se- 
lection of which they would 
have had an equal voice with 
himself. But what do this coun- 
cil,so truly ex parte, decide? 
The reader will find, by turning 
back to the extracts which we 
have made from the result, that 
the council decide, 

1. That they find no satisfac- 
tory evidence that a consociation 
ever existed in Tolland county. 

2. If a consociation did exist; 
they find no evidence that the 


+ Ifall councils were like the one 
the result of which we are consider: 
ing, we sl:ould be of the same opinios. 
with the doctor. 
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first church in Coventry, or its 
astor, ever belonged to It. 

3. That as Mr. A. and the se- 
ciety declined acting with the 
church in calling the first coun- 
cil, and protested against its ju- 
risdiction, they consider it only 
in the light of an ex farte coun- 
cil. 

4. That asthe not having a 
inutual council must be imput- 
ed to the church, the result of 
the first council cannot affect the 
ministerial standing of Mr. A., 
much less disselve the pastoral 
relation between him and his 
people. 

5. That concerning the doctri- 
nal points, which are the only ar- 
ticles of charge alleged against 
Mr. A., they will not decide. 

6. Thatthey believe Mr. A. 
sincere in a declaration of his 
faith with resfiect to those doc- 
trines, and that the declaration 
ought to be satisfactory. 

7. That on the ground of ex- 
pediency they dissolve the rela- 
tion between the pastor and the 
society. 

8. That they recommend Mr. 
A. to all Christian societies 
among whom he may be called 
to minister. 

As to the pvints in general, 
what is the testimony examined 
by this impartial council? Let 
us hear the story from their own 
mouth: “This council have, as 
they trust, attended with serious- 
ness and impartiality to the 
Statements and pleas of the par- 
NeSAT WHOSE INSTANCE THEY 
ARE CONVENED.” Statement, 
Pp. 43 Indeed! Has this “eral 
age discarded that old-fashioned 
rule, Hear both sides? This is 
a spectacle worth the gazing of 
all New England. Ten men— 
‘en IMPARTIat men, from Mas- 


sachusetts, convene in Connec- 
ticut and sit in judgment on the 
decision of twenty men from the 
latter state. Whatis the ques- 
tion? It concerns a point of ec- 
clesiastical law of so much diffi- 
culty at least, as that no man in 
Connecticut would have thought 
himself competent to decide it, 
without knowing something 
about it; a point of Connecticut 
law, unlike any thing to be found 
in the Massachusetts statute 
book. There were also several 
questions of fact, which required 
an attentive examination in or- 
der to come near the truth. 
What do these impartial judges? 
At acouple of short sessions, 
they settle all these intricate 
questions—they hear evidence 
all on one side; rather they sim- 
ply hear the statement of Mr. 
A. and his party, and then de- 
cide, that twenty men of Connec- 
cut knew nothing about the bus- 
iness on which they had pro- 
nounced judgment,—that they 
acted without authority—that all 
which they had done was a nul- 
lity. If this be liberality and 
impartiality, and if the old prac- 
tice of not answering @ matter 
before it is heard, be bigotry, 


then we say, Let the 6:gotry of 


Connecticut endure for ever. 

As to the first and second 
points we ask, Do the council 
mean to infer, that, because they 
jind no evidence, there zs no 
evidence. If they do, their 
premises and their conclusion 
seem to have as little relation- 
ship, as the parts of any argu- 
ment with which we ever had 
the pleasure to be acquainted, 
If they do not, the positions 
themselves might as well be any 
where else, as in this result. 
They have no bearing at all up- 
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on the subject. Doubtless, this 
council found no evidence, that 
a consociation ever existed in 
Tolland County! Who ever 
supposed that they wou/d find 
such evidence? It would have 
been almost miraculous if they 
had. Mr. A. would not be very 
much on the alert to find evi- 
dence to prove what he had al- 
ways denicd. The imposing 
gravity with which these pos> 
tions are uttered seems to ape 
the formality of a legal decis- 
ion. But as well might the 
Archbishop of Canterbury sit in 
his archiepiscopal palace at 
Lambeth, and gravely  pro- 
pounce, “I find no evidence of 
the existence of any such slace 
as Tolland county; and if there 
be such a place, I find no evi- 
dence that there is any consoci- 
ation, so called, within the same; 
and if there be such a consocia- 
tion, I find no evidence that the 
Rey. A. A., or any other person 


within my knowledge, doth now - 


or ever cid, constitute a member 
thereof.’ Ail this might be 
very true; and would be quite as 
dignified, pertinent, and conclu- 
Sive, as the two first points set- 
tled by the council. Suppose a 
man were to be tried for slander 
before a civil court, and were 
found guilty. He feels dissatisfi- 
ed, and calis a number of lawyers 
from a neighboring state,or judg- 
es if you please, to hear his case. 
His impartial tribunal sit, hear 
his statements, and decide, that 
the court had exceeded its juris- 
diction, that it had no cogniz- 
ance of the case, and that its 
judgment was null and void. 
‘Lo how much respect does the 
reader suppose this latter decis- 
yon would be entitled? Yet the 
second council in Coventry make 


these two negative positions the 
foundation of all their authority, 
and all their proceedings. Be. 
cause they do not jind evidence, 
where it was utterly incredible 
that it should be found, and 
where they could not expect it, 
they proceed to censure a ver 

respectable ecclesiastical body, 
composed men of who had found 
evidence, and had acted accord. 

ing to it. 

But we will concede, for argu- 
ment’s sake, that there was no 
consociation, and that the first 
council was ex farte, and will 
endeavor to apply our dialectical 
faculties, for a moment, to the 
strange logic contained in the 
remaining parts of the result. 

‘The first council was ex 
fharte. Why? ‘Because Mr. A. 
and the society declined acting 
with the church in calling it, and 
protested against its jurisdic- 
tion.” We do not see, by the 
bye, that Mr. A.’s dechning to 
act with the church, in calling 
the consociation, is anv proof 
that the church refused a@ mutu- 
ai council or that the not having 
a mutual council, is ‘to be imput- 
edtothem.’ Yet this is the on- 
ly proof adduced by the second 
council, and, need we add, it is 
the only proof which they could 
adduce. But let us proceed in 
the argument. What is the infer- 
ence from the decision, that the 
first council was ex parte? ‘The 
result cannot affect the ministe- 
rial standing of Mr. A., much 
less dissolve the pastoral rela- 
tion between him and his people.’ 
Now let us apply the argument 
to the other case. Mr. A. and 
the society called a council. 
The church were not even invil- 
ed to unite in calling this coun- 
cil, utterly disclaimed its juris 
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diction, and protested against its 
irregularity. This was, then, In 
the strictest sense, an ex fiarte 
council. If so, what power have 
they? Let themselves decide: 
‘Theirresult cannotaffect the min- 
isterial standing of Mr. A. much 
less dissolve the pastoral relation 
between him and his people.’ 

But what have these new dia- 
lecticians done? Declared the 
doings of a legitimate council, 
just double their own number, 
null and void; declared that the 
pastoral relation between Mr. A. 
and his people is dissolved, and 
that the ministerial standing of 
Mr. A is good; and recommend- 
ed him tothe churches of Christ 
asa minister. If there are any 
who cannot, after all this, dis- 
ecrn the wisdom, the consistency, 
the modesty, and the discretion 
of such a council, the blame is 
not tobe charged to Mr. A., who 
certainly did as well for his cause 
as he could. 

We had contemplated remarks 
on the 5th and 6th points decid- 
ed by the council; but we must 
omit them with the observation, 
that these two points are the 
most quarrelsome twin-brothers, 
that we remember ever to have 
seen; and, unless they are bound 
over to keep the peace, there is 
every reason to fear that one will 
be the death of the other. 

The attention of our readers 
will next be directed to the Pro- 
ceedings of the General Associa- 
tion of Connecticut, at their last 
session. We must give notice 
however, in the first place, that 
the General Association held its 
annual meeting the same month 
in which Mr. A.’s second council 
met. As the extraordinary fact, 
that a council, composed entirely 
of persons from Massachusetts, 


had lately published a result an- 
nulling the proceedings of a reg 
ular ecclesiastical tribunal of 
Connecticut, and recommending 


as an authorized minister of the ”° 


Gospel a man who had been reg- 
ularly deposed from office, natu- 
rally excited much inquiry; and 
as, in order to form a right judg- 
ment of the case, it seemed ne- 
cessary that all the fects and 
circumstances which had any 
bearing upon it, should be col- 
lected and detailed with scrupu- 
lous accuracy; a very respectable 
member of the General Associa- 
tion moved, that a committee be 
appointed to inquire into the a- 
bove described proceedings, and 
to report thereon. A committee 
was accordingly appointed, con- 
sisting of the following gentle- 
men; the Rev. Nathan Perkins, 
D.D-. the Rev. Abel Flint, and 
the Rev. Calvin Chapin. At the 
meeting of the General Associa-~ 
tion in last June, this committee 
made a very elaborate report, 
embracing all the requisite facts, 
the results of both councils, and 
such reasonings, as the commit- 
tee thought calculated to illus- 
trate the subject. The principal 
facts have been already stated in 
this review. The whole of the 
reasoning we should be very 
happy to transcribe did our limits 
permit. The committee propose 
a great number of questions, with 


which Mr. A. and his friends 


must be hard pressed. We select 
two or three as a sample. “Will 
it be believed, that the churches 


of Connecticut are less able, or ~ 


less willing, than strangers, to 
distinguish between order and 
irregularity in things pertaining 
to their own institutions?” “This 
council declared null and void 
the solemn decision of a Conse: 
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sion which the Engiish language 
can furnish. All that the coun- 
cil had to do, therefore, was to 
ascertain whether Mr. A. were 
a liberal man. That point being 
established, there was no danger 
of excess in their praise. 

g. It was extremely disingen- 
uous in Mr. A. to quote the Say- 
brook platform in supportof the 
opinion that the Scriptures alone 
are the rule of faith, (an opinion 
which no man will deny,) and 
yet not to state expressly that 
the same Platform made it the 
duty of assoczated pastors to dis- 
cipline their members for scan- 
dal and heresy Mr. A. will 
not deny that he was one of these 
associated pastors.* 

8. It was extremely disingen- 
uous in Mr. A. to insinuate, as 
he has dene in many places, that 
the members of the consociation, 
and many other persons in New 
England, are most satisfied that 
the Scriptures alone should be 
the rule of faith and practice. 
Now we do not believe that there 
is a single minister of the Gos- 
pel, or private Christian, in the 
United States, who denies the 
sufficiency of Scripture. If there 
be, let him be named, let the fact 
be proved upon him, and then 
let him be held up to disgrace. 
Mr. A’s own pamphlet does not 
furnish the slightest proof, that 
any person in Tolland county 
has denied, either by words or 
actions, the sufficiency of Scrip- 
ture. 

4. It was extremely disingen- 
uous in Mr. A. to represent the 
decision of the consociation as a 
“gross disregard of the apostolic 
injunction, 4 heretic, after the 


*See art. XW, XIII. 


first and second admonition re. 
jects”? when he must have known, 
that he was rejected after many 
admonitions, probably after the 
fiftieth, or the hundredth. We 
are told from authority which 
cannot be reasonably questioned, 
that “individuals by private deal- 
ing, and the church itself, with 
great intelligence and integrity, 
pursued the course which the 
Gospel directs. With many 
anxious feelings, and with much 
circumspection, they proceeded 
to prepare the way for the conven- 
tion of the consociation—reluc: 
tantly apprehending that such 
a measure might finally be ne- 
cessary. They labored diligent, 
ly for many months to convince 
their pastor, and to restore that 
harmony which they sincerely 
desired.” Proceedings, p. 12. ° 
5. Although Mr. A seems to 
be a champion for the rights of 
conscience, he strangely over: 
looks the fact that his church 
were as much entitled to the 
rights of conscience as_ himself. 
He would if possible, have con- 
vened a council composed of 
ministers of the same opinions 
with himself, and who would 
have upheld him in his doc- 
trines. What would have been 
the intended effect of _ this? 
Doubtless to silence opposition, 
that he might remain the pastor 
of a church, the members of 
which utterly disapproved of his 
preaching, and considered it ex- 
ceedingly dangerous to the souls 
of men. Have the church no 
no rights? Are they to hear doc- 
trines, from Sabbath to Sabbath, 
which they believe to be utterly 
false, and subversive of the Gos- 
pel? Are they to disregard their 
own salyation, and the salvation 
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of their children merely be- 
cause their minister professes 
to be very sincere in the inculca- 
tion of what they believe to be 
heresy. To demand this would be 
indeed lording it over conscience. 

6. The assertions of Mr. A., 
that “there is forming and 
strengthening a combination in 
New England, to awe the spirit 
of inquiry and the liberty of con- 
science and private judgment in 
regard to the holy Scriptures,” 
and that ‘there is substantial ev- 
idence in his case of the fact, 
that aman who presumes to dif- 
fer from the general opinions 
embraced by the clergy and 
churches of Connecticut cannot 
live in freace, cannot subsist, 
without assault and perpetual 
hostility,’ are entirely unsup- 
ported by fact, and are therefore 
to be considered as gross slan- 
ders. We say they are unsup- 
ported by fact, because we are ig- 
norant of any facts of this nature, 
and because Mr. A. has not pro- 
duced any; it being taken for 
granted, that, if he knew of any 
such facts, he would have pro- 
duced them. As tothe declar- 
ation ina public assembly, allu- 
ded toby Mr. A., we suppose 
we heard the declaration intend- 
ed, and that it was essentially 
different from the one which Mr. 
A. has stated. But with what 
propriety can Mr. A. complain of 
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“assault and -perpetual hostifia © 
ty?” It°does not appear from 
his own narrative, that he ever. 
experienced ahy ‘assault or 
hostility. As to the’ right of 
conscience and private judgment, 
we do not believe there is a Cal- 
vinistic clergyman in Connecti- 
cut who does not claim that 
right for himself, his brethren in 
the ministry, his church, and for 
every individual in Christendom; 
and we must say, that the rights 
of conscience have incomparably 
more able defenders among the 
class of persons referred to, not 
only than Mr. A. himself, buf 
than any of his party, so far as 
the talents of the lattter have 
been displayed through the me- 
dium of the press. 
Mr. A. is an entire stran 

to us, and we have no disposition 
to cause him unnecessary pain; 

but the interests of truth must 

not be sacrificed out of tenderness 

to the feelings of a man, who has 

himself, by the insinuation of” 
groundless charges, disregarded 

the feelings of a large majority 

of the clergy of New England, 

many of whom he will not deny 

to be his superiors in age, tal- 
ents, learning, and piety, and 

whose zealous Jabors in the ’ser= 
vice of God, and for the good of 
mankind, entitle them to the 
public gratitude. ad 
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Though the principal part of the -in- 
formation contained in the following 
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ers, yet for the sake of preserving all 
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Connecticut, Sept. 5th, 1810. The 
doings of that meeting were im- 
mediately published, and copies of 
them, were extensively dispersed for 
the information of the public. A 
copy of the same accompanies this 
report. 

' The executive business of the 
Board is, by constitution, principally 
committed to the Prudential Com- 
Mittee. At the second meeting of 
the Commissioners, which was held 
at Worcester, in Massachusetts, Sept. 
18, 1811, the Prudential Committee 
made a report which was accepted 
by the Board, and which presents a 
view of the measures which had been 
taken, for promoting the great de- 
sign of the Board, and of the success 
of those measures. To that report, 
a copy of which accompanies this pa- 
per, we beg leave to refer the Gener- 
ai Association, as containing an im- 
portant part of the information which 
the Board have to communicate. 

At this last meeting the Board 
judged it inexpedient to resi 
Messrs.Judson, Nott, Ne well,and Hall, 
the four missionary brethren, partic- 
ularly mentioned in the documents 
‘before referred to, to the direction of 
the London Missionary Society; but 
to take measures to employ those 
brethren in a mission to be directed 
by this Board, as soon as Divine 
Providence, shall open the door for it. 

Agreeably to the opinion given in 
the report of the Prudential Commit- 
tee, the Board directed their. atten- 
tion tothe Birman empire, as pre- 
senting, in their view, the most eligi- 
ble station for the establishment of 
an American mission in the East. Not 
knowing, however, what difficulties 
might occur in the way of establish- 
ing or executing a mission in that em- 
pire it was voted, that the four mis- 
-gionaries should, as soon as conven- 
ient, be employed in Asia, either in 
the Birman empire, Surat, Prince of 
Wales’s Island, or elsewhere, as, in 
the judgment of the Prudential Com- 
mittee, Providence shall direct. 

For the purposes of the mission, it 
was voted to allow to each missiona- 
ry, if married, one hundred and fifty 
pounds sterling, sna if unmarried, 
one hundred pounds sterling, as an 
annual salary—the same which is al- 
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lowed to a missionary by the Lond 
Society; and as an outfit, a sum_ not 
exceeding one year’s salary. 

For a western mission, the Board 
judged from the information, of which 
they were possessed, that the Caghna, 
waga tribe of Indians offered the most 
favorable prospect. And it was voted, 
“That this Board will pay particulg 
attention to the condition of the Cagh. 
nawaga tribe of Indians in Canada, 
and establish, as soon as practicable, 
amission among them; and, to for. 
ward this design, that one hundred 
dollars be appropriated to aid the ed. 
ucation of Eleazer Williams, a native 
of that tribe, and his preparation to 
enter on that mission: and that this 
hundred dollars be paid in the present 
year, and be committed to the man 

agement of the Rev. Dr. Joseph Ly. 
man, and the Rev. Richard S. Storrs.” 

These measures were adopted in 
the confidence, under Providenca, 


Al 


that the Christian public, in this al 
country, would not be backward to T 
supply the funds necessary for carry- tl 
ing them into effect. a 
At the same meeting, two other k 
young gentlemen, members of the S 
Divinity College, at Andover, viz al 
Messrs James Richards and Edward C 
Warren, offered themselves as candi- t! 
dates for the missionary service, and a 
solicited to be taken under the pat- a 
ronage and direction of the American I 
Board. Upon the ground of a formal a' 
recommendation from the Professors n 
of the Divinity College, the Board b 
very cheerfully accepted the propos r 
alof the two young gentleman, and v 
took them under their patronage, 8 
on condition, that they complete their v 
course at the seminary agreeable to 
its constitution. . 
This communication from the d 
Board of Commissioners for Foreign : 
Missions, is respectfully submitted C 
to the General Association of Col I 
necticut, and to the General Associa é 
tion of Massachusetts Proper, W! é 


an earnest request, that the exertions 
of those venerable bodies may % — 
continued, and that their prayers may 
ascend iff union with those of this 
Board to the Great Head of the — 
churchy that he would add his bless 
ing tothe humble endeavors of 
servants and open an effectual 
7° 
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the spread of the Gospel, until all 
rt srt of the earth shall em- 
brace his truth, and be made the par- 
takers of his great Salvation, 
JOHN TREADWELL, Pres. 
A true copy from the Minutes of the 
Board, 
Attest, CALVIN CHAPIN, 
Recording Secretary. 


ABSTRACT OF RELIGIOUS INTELLI- 
GENCE. 


(Continued from vol. iv, p. 375.) 


The Missions of the United Brethren 
have been described in a summary 
account lately published in England, 
from which it appears, that the 
Brethren support about thirty mis- 
sions, in which 150 missionaries have 
the care of 20,000 converts. The 
most flourishing missions are those in 
Greenland, Labrador, Antigua, St. 
Kitt’s, the Danish West India Isl- 
ands, and the cape of Good Hope. 
The others are in Upper Canada, in 
the United States on the Muskingum 
and among the Creeks and Chero- 
kees, in South America, in and near 
Surrinam, in Jamaica, in Barbadoes, 
and among the Calmucs near -the 
Caspian sea. At Bavian’s Kloof near 
the cape of Good Hope, five married 
and two single missionaries reside in 
a settlement of 1000 Hottentots, 
Lord Caledon, the British governor 
at the cape, is very friendly to the 
mission, and another settlement has 
been begun byhis desire. The Breth- 
ren have been engaged in this good 
work without relaxing their efforts 
since the year 1732. For the support 
of the work no fund whatever exists. 

The expenses are about $26,000 
annually. Many of the missionaries 
do much towards supporting them- 
selves by their own exertions; none 
of them receive regular salaries, but 
have such necessaries sent out to them 
as they request. Their children and 
widows are provided for. The ut- 


most frugality is used at home and 
abroad, 


The Sussex Auxiliary Bible Society 
was formed-at Lewes (Eng.) on the 
8th of August, 1811. T, Kemp, 
Esq. M. P. was chosen President. 
Many of the nobility and gentry of 


aK: a 
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that county have approved of the in- 
stitution, and engaged to support it, 


The Aberdeen Auxiliary Bible Society . 
was formed in June, 1811; the Mar- 
quis of Huntley, President; the Lord 
Provost of Aberdeen, James Fergu- 
son, Esq. M.P. the Rev. Principal 
Brown, and others, Vice Presidents; 


The Society for Missions to Africt 
and the East, have a flourishing eés- 
tablishment of schools at Bashia in the 
Rio Pongas, on the western coast of 
Africa. This society voted $2,200 
towards the Eastern translations, and 
$1,100 towards the support of publie 
readers of the Scriptures in the vere 
nacular languages of India. 


The African and Asiatic Society, of 
which Lord Barham is president, in« 
stituted for the purpose of relieving 
the wants, and removing the ignor- 
ance of the Africans and Asiatics in 
London, state in their annual report, 
that they have relieved 236 cases of 
extreme wretchedness within the 
preceding year; and that some good 
effects have resulted from the relige 
ious instruction which they had been 
the instruments of diffusing. 


The Edinburgh Bible Society appears 
to have been very vigorously engaged, 
during the year preceding May 4th, 
1811, in executing its benevolent pur- 
poses. Besides distributing the Scrip- 
tures among the poor and destitute 
in the neighborhood, and among the 
the French and Dutch prisoners’ of 
war, the Society remitted $3,100 to 
the parent seciety, $1,300 to the Hi- 
bernian Bible Seciety, and about $S0Q 
towards the Eastern translations. 

Among the donations to the society, 
two are worthy of particular notice; 
%127 from a regiment of militia, it 
being a day’s pay of the non-commis= 
sioned officers and privates; and $88 
from a society of femaie servants, at 
Aberdeen, who contribu@eu one penny 
(two cents) a week e? h. 


Mr. Morrison, the missionary of 
the London Society at Canton, has 
printed off a thousand copies of the 
Acts of the Apostles in Chinese. The 
expense of printing was about $450; 
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but from the same wooden types, oc- 
easionally retouched, 100,00) copies 
may be taken. Mr. Morrison has 
begun a trdnslation of Genesis 
and Psalms into Chinese, hayv- 
ing heard that the Gospels and 
Epistles were translating in Ben- 
gal. He has sent home some spe- 
eimens of Chinese literature from 
the maxims of Confucius and the his- 
tory of Foe. 


The net receipts of the British and 
Foreign Bible Society for the year 
ending March Slst, 1811, amounted 
to $109.698; and the net payments to 
$125,789. The income and expend- 
iture for the last year was much 


larger. 


The Naval and Military Bible Soci- 
éty, of which the sole object is to dis- 
tribute Bibles among the soldiers and 
sailors of the British army and navy, 
was formed in 1780. The Archbishop 
of Canterbury 1s the President. The 
funds of this society are low. During 
the year embraced in the last annuat 
report the society distributed 1848 
Bibles. 


A Society has lately been formed 
in England to extend the benefits of 
education to the poor throughout the 
kingdom, on the principles of the 
Established Church. The Prince 
Regent is Patron, the Archbishop of 
Canterbury, President, the Arch- 
bishop of York, all the English bish- 
ops, and ten lay peers, or privy-coun- 
sellors, Vice Presidents. The plan 
ef instruction first invented by Dr. 
Bell, *:s to be adopted in the 
schools of this society. 


The appendix to the Christian Ob- 
server for 1811, contams a very inter- 
-esting debate, which took place at 
“the formation of the Cambridge Auxil- 
gary Bible Society in December last. 
The speakers were the Earl of Hard- 
wicke, Lord Francis Osborne, 
Messrs. Owen, Steinkopffl, and 
Mughes, (the three secretaries of 
the parent institution,) Dr. Clarke, 
Professor Farish, Mr. Hollick, Mr. 
Simeon, Mr. Yorke, the Dean of Car- 
isle (Dr. Milmer,) Mr- Dealtry, and 
Mi. Edwards. € mention their 


.member of Parliament for the Uni 


names, because most of them are fy, 
miliar to the readers of English Mag. 
azines. The speakers, and those 
whom they addressed, appeared tg 
vie with each other in zeal to promote 
the great object of their association, 
All the objections to the Bible Soc). 7 
ety were shown to be frivolous ang 
visionary. The meetings for the pur. 
pose of forming Auxiliary Bible Sp. 
cieties in every part of England as. 
sume a new interest. A large nun. 
ber of the best informed men in the 
kingdom, and men of the highest 
rank and character, take a very active 
part in the proceedings. Taste, ag 
well as benevolence, is gratified, in 
seeing rioblemen and members of 
Parliament, dignified magistrates, 
and highly horored rainisters of the 
Gospel, (both of the Establishment 
and among Dissenters,) come for. 
ward, and avow their attachment to 
the Bible, and offer the reflections of 
enlarged and cultivated minds, on 
the new and unparalleled events 
which are taking place in the relig. 
ious world. It seems to be the gen 
eral belief of considerate Christians, 
in England and America, that the 
final triumph of Christianity visibly | 
approaches, and that the sion of 
the Bible in all languages De one 
great mean of producing that most 
happy result. 





The Suffolk Auxiliary Bible Society 
was formed on the 10th of December 
last. The Bishop of Norwich is Pres 
ident; the Duke of Grafton, the Mar- 
quis Cornwallis, seven other noble- 
men, and seven gentlemen of rank 
and influence, are Vice Presidents. 
Sir William Dolben, one of the Vice 
Presidents, formerly for many years 


versity of Oxford, being prevented 
by his age (eighty-four years) from — 
attending, wrote the followimg letter, 
the whole of which we quote from 
the Christian Observer. 
‘‘Gentlemen, . 
I earnestly request you to offer my 
unfeigned respects to. the: venerable 
and patriotic society now assembled # 
Ipswich for the glorious purpose 
disseminating the words of. eternal | 
life throughout the known world; for 
making ‘their sound go forth mito 
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lands, and their words unto the ends 
of the world.’ It does indeed appear 
to me (looking at the generous co- 
operation of those who have thought 
proper to separate themselves from 
the Established Church, with those 
who remain in it,) to be the opening 
of that blessed epoch foretold in the 
Scriptures, when we shall be ‘one 
fold, under one shepherd, Jesus 
Christ the righteous.’ 

“I feel myself highly honored by 
being thought worthy of a place 
among the Vice Presidents; but as 
my age and infirmities will not admit 
of my personal attendance, I would 
wish to decline it in favor of one who 
may be zealous and active in the dis 
charge of its duties; and have no doubt 
that my friend Sir James Affleck, (to 
whose Christian character I can bear 
most honorable testimony,) will 
cheerfully accept and faithfully fulfil 
them, Should you, however, feel de- 
sirous of retaining my name for this 
glorious office, you are at liberty so 
to do; but in this case you must, I 
fear, be satisfied with my earnest 
wishes for the prosperity of your in- 
stitution, rather than with any active 
services I can render towards it. 

“I have requested my friend Mr. 
Clarkson, who stands forward in this, 
as in all other good works, to deliver 
you these my acknowledgments; and 
withthe most fervent prayers for the 
completion of this glorious undertak- 
ing, I remain, gentlemen, your most 
honored and grateful servant, 

W. Do.ben,” 


The Society for the support of Gaelic 
schools in the Highlands and Islands of 
Scotland held its first annual meeting 
in November last. From the exami- 
hations imstituted by this society, it 
appears, that in many parts of the 
Highlands and Islands of Scotland a 
very large part of the population are 
never taught to read; in some places 
More than three quarters are of this 
description. It is found much easier, 
and much more useful to instruct the 
children in Gaelic than in English, 
the former being their: native lan- 
guage. The subscriptions and dona- 


tions to this society amounted to 
$2,279, ’ i 





SPEECH OF MR. WHITBREAD. 


The following speech of Mr. Whit- 
bread before the Bedfordshire Aux- 
iliary Bible Society was delivered 
at the meeting, of which an ac- 
count was given in our number 
for June, p. 42. 


‘*} cannot express,” he observed, 
‘the great delight and satisfaction I 
feel that I have this day, for the first 
time in the course of my life, seen 
publicly realized the great maxims of 
the Gospel. I have for the first time 
heard acknowledged that great incon- 
trovertible truth, without the recog- 
nition of which human wisdom is 
vain, that the Gospel of Christ is able 
to stand alone—that it requires not 
the assistance of man to make it pen- 
etrate into the heart of man, and that 
from the propagation of Divine knowl- 
edge by Jesus Christ, down to the 
present day, it is the Gospel, ard the 
Gospel alone, which is designed to 
speak to the heart, and thereby raise 
the soul to everlasting glory. Gen- 
tlemen, it would ill become me to say 
much after so much has been said, 
and so well said,- by those who have 
preceded me, and whose peculiar 
province it is to propagate the great 
light which emerges from heaven, 
and to diffuse it among men; but I 
may say that I have peculiar satisfac- 
tion in witnessing the arrival of this 
day among you. It has been one 
great object of my life to direct men 
to that great precept of Holy Writ, 
*fsearch the Scriptures”—to discuss 
them for themselves: they were de- 
signed to be searched by everysman 
for himself, that each might exefeise 
his own judgment on the momentous 
truths therein contained. Gentle- 
men, I am speaking from the sincer- 
ity of my heart, from conviction; from 
experience of a life not short, notin- 
active, that in the Gospel is conta e #3 
the compendium of all wisdom, as 
well as the everlasting source 6f im- 
mortal happiness; and that if a@ man 
be truly in heart a Christianpif he 
have courage to acknowledge himself 
such by word and by deed; if~he will 
proceed to transact all his*public and 
private concerbsiwith the maxims of 
the Gospel in his hand, and engraved 
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on his heart, the wisdom of the wisest 
who do not act on that system, will 
be confounded before him.” He next 
adverted to the happy situation of 
this highly favored country—favored 
indeed in the enjoyment of many bles- 
sings to which other countries had 
long been strangers, “but let us not,” 
he said, ‘‘exult in our happiness as 
if it were the result of our own wis- 
dom; let us bless God as a nation, as 
we do bless God as individuals; let 
us not approach the throne of grace in 
self approbation, but remember that 
we owe our superiority to the bles- 
sing of God through the propagation 
of the Gospel: let us recollect that 
the best of men, and the most pious 
of nations, if it could be so said of 
ours, after all fall short of what they 
ought to be, and have more ground 
for humiliation than applause. The 
language most becoming to us willbe 
**God be merciful to me, a sinner.” 
He proceeded to allude to what had 
fallen from another gentleman, as to 
that solemn feast of Pentecost, when 
we are told, that, by a particular in- 
spiration of Divine Grace, the power 
of language was given to the Apos- 
tles, and every one heard them speak 
in hisown tongue. He was himself 
impressed with this before it had 
fallen, from the lips of another, and 
had said to himself, ‘‘How happens it 
that in this joyful assembly, without 
prejudice, without contention, every 
sect should find itself addressed in its 
own language, whether as members 
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of the Church of England, or classeq 
among the various descriptions of 
Protestant Dissenters—how find we 
this whole assembly of one accord, 
and one mind?—Why, because this 
day we felt and understood the true 
principles of the Christian faith” 
He believed that the blessing of God 
was upou them; that from that day 
forth arose the strong hope that ail 
animosities on the subject of religious 
Opinion would be done away, though 
he believed that a difference of opin. 
ion, on points where the great foun. 
dation of faith was the same, may 
have been permitted by God, for pre. 
serving alive a zealous spirit to inves. 
tigate the doctrines contained in the 
holy Scriptures. 

A sum of £500 was collected in 
donations and annual subscriptions, 
on this interesting occasion. 


ORDINATIONS. 


OrvDAINED, at Lanesborough, onthe 
Sth of June, the Rev. Joun De 
Wirt, as colleague with the Rey. 
Daniel Collins. Sermon from 1 Cor. 
iv, 2. . 
At Greenwich, (Mass.) the Rey. 
Ezexier Ric, as an evangelist. 
At East Bloomfield, (Nia the 
Rev. Dartus O. GriswoLp. 
At Geneva, (N. Y.) the Rev. Mr 
AXTELL. 
At Deerfield, (N. H.) the Rev. 
NATHANIEL WELLS. Sermon from 
2 Cor. iv, 5. 


* LITERARY AND MISCELLANEOUS 
INTELLIGENCE. 


an VOLCANOS. 

v numbers for March and De- 
ber, 1811, mention was made of 
thquakes at St. Michael’s, one of 
the Azores. 

On » e 16th of June in that year, a 
violent eruption of smoke and flame 
was observed to burst from the sur- 
face of the water about two miles to 
the westward of St, Michael’s. The 
eruption continuedAo inerease till the 
18th," when the crater of, a volcano 
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began to appear above the water, 
where the soundngs had before been 
240 feet. On the 20th the new island 
was a mile long, and 150 feet high. 
By the fourth of July, it had risen to 
between 200 and 300 feet in height. 
It contained a basin of boiling water, 
which discharged a continual stream 
into the sea. 

An eruption of the volcanic moun- 
tain in the island of St. Vincents, 
(mount Souffriere) took place on the 
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4th of May last. Huge stones, and 
spouts of fire were thrown from the 
mountain with increasing violence for 
three days. Torrents of burning lava 
descended from the sides of the 
mountain) and destroyed every thing 
valuable for a considerable distance. 
The vivid brightness of the flames 
much resembled the lightning ofa 
tempest. Large rocks were split off 
from the mountain, and fell upon the 
vallies with tremendous desolation. 
Violent shocks of earthquake were 
experienced, and the noise resembled 
a mixed sound, made up of the raging 
of a tempest, the roaring of a troubled 
sea, and the bursting of thunder. 


NEW WORKS. 


A Sermon delivered at the Inaugu- 
ration of the Rev. Ebenezer Porter, 
A. M.to the office of Bartlet Pro- 
fessor of Sacred Rhetoric in the The- 
logival Institution at Andover, April 
1, 1812. By Abiel Holmes 1). D. 
Minister of the First church in Cam- 
bridge. Boston; S. T. Armstrong. 

An Address delivered June 24, 
1812, at the funeral of Mrs, Sarah 
Cumming, consort of the Kev. Hoop- 
er Cumming, Pastor of the Second 
Presbyterian Church in Newark, 
(N. J.) By James Richards, A. M. 


Pastor of the first Church. New 
York; Whiting and Watson. A sec- 
ond edition. Boston; S T. Arm- 


strong. 

A Sermon, delivered at Charles- 
town July 28, 1812, the day appoint- 
ed by the Governor and Council of 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
to be kept, as a public Fast, through- 
out the Commonwealth, in conse- 
quence of the Declaration of War 
against Great Britain. By Jedidiah 
Morse, D.D. Samuel Etheridge jun. 
Charlestown. 

Calamity, Danger, and Hope: a Ser- 
mon preached at the Tabernacle in 
Salem, July 23, 1812, the day of the 

ublic Fast in Massachusetts, on 
account of the war with Great Brit- 
ain. By Samuel Worcester, D.D. 
Salem; Joshua Cushing. 

A dispassionate inquiry into the 
reasons alleged by Mr. Madison for 
declaring an offensive, and ruinous 
War against Great Britain, Togeth- 
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er with some suggestions as to a 
peaceable and constitutional mode of 
averting that dreadful calamity. By 
a New England Farmer. Two edi. 
tions. Bostor; Russelland Cutler. 

An Address delivered before the 
Washington Benevolent Society, at 
Portsmouth, July 4, 1812. By Dan- 
iel Webster. Portsmouth, (N. H.) 
William Treadwell. 

An earnest caution against suicide. 
Boston; Joshua Belcher, 1812. 


NEW EDITIONS. 


Tue sixth edition of Dr. Morse’s 
Geography, arranged on a new plan, 
and improved in every part by a la- 
borious examination of most of the 
late respectable voyages and travels, 
in Europe and Asia, by free use of the 
information in the abridgment of 
Pinkerton’s excellent Geography, and 
by the late admirable Statistical Tae 
bles of Hassel. This edition is great- 
ly altered as to matter and plan, in 
consequence of the great changes 
which have taken place in the world, 
and the great advancement of geo- 
graphical knowledge. Unimportant 
matter has been omitted or abridged, 
and yet the additions have increased 
the size of the work about 200 pages. 
At the close are added an abridg- 
ment of the last census of the United 
States, a Chronological Table of re- 
markable events from the creation to 
the present time, an improved list of 
ancient and modern eminent men, 
and a copious index to the whole 
work. a 
Baxter’s call to the uncontrovert- 
ed. Salem; Henry Whipple, I 2. 
Washington’s Farewell Address 
to the People of the Uuited States; 
with an abstract of his last will and 
testament. To which is prefixed a 
portrait of the Author, and a COM= ~ 
prehensive sketch of his life and Git 
acter. Salem; Henry Whipple. ~ 










DR. BUCHANAN. 


A Letter from the Rev. D . Bu- 
chanan to a gentleman in Boston, 
dated May 30, 1812, contains the fol- 


lowing sentence: |My’ weak state of — 


health fe le to think of visiting " 


seat 22 
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DONATIONS TO FOREIGN MISSIONS. 


Iw our number for September last was published an account of donations to 
the Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions. As that account was 
taken in haste at the meeting, some mistakes occurred, particularly in omit. 
ting some donations, and in the sum of $212 stated to have been received by 
the hands ofthe Rev. Mr. Huntington, whereas that sum was a part of the 
sums previously stated to have been received by the hands of Gen. Hunting. 
ton. To correct these mistakes, we publish the following account, which 
contains all the receipts of the Prudential Committee before the annual meet. 


ing of the Board in September, 1811. 
_ Adonation from the late Mrs. Norris of Salem to aid 
in fitting out Mr. Judson for his voyage to England 
From individuals in Newburyport, for the same purpose 
From females in Pla'nfield, ( Mass.) 
From individuals in Hadley, by the hands of the Rev. 
Dr. Lyman 
By the hands of the Rev. Mr. Chapin the following 
sums were received; viz. 


F200 09 
192 00 
15 0 


48 06 


From females in the society of West Brook 8 00 
From a friend to foreign missions, (towards a perma- 
nent fund) 400 00 


Interest on this sum for a few months 


10 20—418 2 


The foilowing sums were received by the hands of Gen. 
Huntington; viz. 


’ - 
8 eee ee 





From William Woodbridge, Stonington, (Conn.) 10 00 
From two young ladies, (New London) 4 vO 
From the Rev. Dr. Woolworth, Long Island 15 00 

rom a friend to missions in New London 50 00 
From another friend to missions, (N. L.) 250 00 


From a friend to missions in Norwich , Ps, 

From sundry persons unknown 9 72~388 73 
h Premium received on exchange by Mr. Judson : 
3 From Dea. Samuel H. Walley, Boston 

From other persons 


f ‘ — 


: $1,399 52 
SONNET. 
TO THE REV. CLAUDIUS BUCHANAN, D. D. 


__ Go on, Buchanan, in the glorious cause; 
me ST Go on and spread thy Maker’s word abroad, 
Till India with a shout shall own her God, 
And bow her willing neck to wear his laws. 





_.. Then that foul bloody Juggernaut no more 
.$ Shall roll his wheel upon the victim maid, 
Nor the sweet babe cling tremblingly afraid, 
Scar’d at the alligator from the shore. 


_ . The aged father shall] not then expire, 
e: ‘ By his own children strangled in the wave; 
Nor the sad widow from her husband’s grave, 
Se In barb’rous pomp ascend the fun’ral pyre: 
aia But Moloch’s horrid empire shall decay, 
us Adee And free Hindostan hail the Gospel’s sway.* _ ON. 
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e Christian Researches, p. 14¥. 





